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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Management Summary

Working in association with HNTB, John Milner Associates, Inc. (JMA), formerly the
Charlottesville, Virginia office of OCULUS, and its sub-consultant, History Matters, in
Washington, D.C., undertook the preparation of this Cultural Landscape Report (CLR)
for the Chickamauga Battlefield--the largest unit in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga
National Military Park (NMP). The Chickamauga Battlefield unit of the NMP is a portion
of the original Chickamauga Battlefield, the site of one of the bloodiest battles of the
Civil War on September 18-20, 1863. This unit is comprised of approximately 5,280
acres and is located ten miles south of the city of Chattanooga, Tennessee in the state of
Georgia (see Figure 1-1). The city of Fort Oglethorpe, Georgia adjoins the northern
boundary of the unit.

This report documents the evolution of the battlefield’s cultural landscape resources and
determines the origin and significance of existing landscape features. It includes a
physical history of the landscape’s evolution, historic photographs and illustrations,
existing conditions documentation and base maps, a comparative analysis of existing and
historic conditions, and identification of the landscape’s period of significance and
evaluation of significant character-defining features. Park management issues have also
been identified to inform the Treatment Plan, which recommends appropriate treatment
guidelines, strategies, and plans for preservation and enhancement of cultural landscape
resources.

Project Goals and Objectives

The goal of this CLR is to help inform future decisions regarding the park’s management
and development. Several documents that guide the park’s management goals and
objectives are currently under development. These include the General Management
Plan (GMP), which will summarize a three-year-long planning process scheduled to
begin in 2005, the Long-Range Interpretive Plan (LRIP), expected to be completed in
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December, 2004, and a Transportation Impact Study & Sub-area Transportation Plan,
which was recently completed in June, 2004.

Since the GMP update and LRIP are not yet available, a set of essential interpretive
themes identified during a National Park Service (NPS) workshop in 1998 provides
applicable guidance regarding the park’s interpretive goals. These themes are as
follows:'

The Campaign for Chattanooga was a watershed event in the American Civil War
that defined freedom, but left many issues unresolved. Those issues remain a
challenge in the contemporary American experience.

Mid-nineteenth-century politics in the Chattanooga region was a microcosm of
issues and sympathies affecting the north and south on a national scale. Such
divided sentiments had a profound impact on the region during and after the Civil
War.

The occupation of this area and the development of its agricultural landscape
created the stage upon which the campaign for Chattanooga took place.

Before the war came to Chattanooga, it had already impacted men as sons,
husbands, and fathers who left home to take up the call to arms. But they were
not alone. Women and their families were forced into new roles as they adapted
to war.

As a nexus for land and water transportation and communication, Chattanooga
was destined for an important role in the Civil War.

The battles for Tullahoma and Chattanooga opened the gateway for the Union
invasion of the deep south.

Transportation and communication issues played a significant role in military
logistics applications during the campaign.

The battles for Chattanooga tell the never ending story of the evolution of
weaponry. The Fuller Gun Collection, on exhibit at the park, illustrates several
centuries of this story.

The African-American soldier served at Chattanooga as a result of Union victory.
Chattanooga was the base of operations for Sherman’s Atlanta Campaign.

Many who fought for the Union and occupied the city eventually made
Chattanooga their home. Some of them, including Wilder and Patton, become
civic capitalists and prospered with the coming of the nation’s industrial
revolution.

The National Military Park is a symbol of the Nation’s collective memory of the
Civil War.

This is the first National Military Park in the United States. Today, it not only
preserves and protects sacred ground, but also contributes to the quality of life of
Chattanooga, the environmental city.

The Civil War brought significant social change to the Chattanooga region.

! Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park “Theme Statements,” Internal Park document
(Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 1998), on file at the Chickamauga Battlefield.
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o The significance of (technical) applications in the campaign for Chattanooga is
symbolized by the National Military Park’s role as “home” to the Fuller Gun
Collection. Without the campaign and the park, the collection would have been
housed elsewhere and the story untold.

Based upon a 1994 NPS workshop, the following management objectives have been

developed to guide park actions. These include:”

- Enhancement of the visitor experience and appreciation of soldier sacrifice.

- Visitor education regarding the significance of the battles in the context of the
Civil War, and opportunities to learn details concerning strategy and tactics.

- Protection of the quality of visitor experience and park resources from outside
intrusions, and protection of historically related lands significant to the battles.

- Restoration and maintenance of historic landscapes within the park while
preserving the memorial features and a non-distracting environment.

- Identification and protection of cultural resources within the park, including
archeological sites, historic landscapes, structures, and museum collections
related to the campaigns and battles of Chickamauga and Chattanooga.

- Provision of a park road and transportation system that assures access to park
resources, and at Chickamauga Battlefield, is consistent with the historic character
of the roads.

Description of Study Boundary

The boundaries of the study area conform to the boundaries of the Chickamauga Unit of
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, located in the valley and ridge
province of northwest Georgia. Located in Walker and Catoosa Counties, this park unit
is generally configured in the shape of a rectangle with the southeastern corner
conforming to the curves of the West Chickamauga Creek. The Chattooga &
Chickamauga Railroad right of way and the relocated U.S. Highway 27 corridor
generally follow the park’s western boundary. The approximately two-and-a-half mile
northern boundary abuts the city of Fort Oglethorpe, its associated National Register
Historic District, associated commercial development located along LaFayette Road, and
suburban residential development. The eastern boundary of the park lies adjacent to
suburban residential and rural agricultural land uses. A golf course also abuts this edge.
The southern boundary is a mix of rural residential, commercial, and agricultural land
uses. The Lee and Gordon’s Mills National Register Historic Site is also located less
than a mile from the park’s southern boundary. At its widest points, the Park is

? Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, “Management Objectives Workshop, August 9
and 10, 1994” (Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, August 1994), 8-9.
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approximately three by three-and-three-quarters of a mile wide and comprises
approximately 5,280 acres (see Figure 1-2).

Historical Summary

The Battle of Chickamauga was part of a larger military campaign—the objective of
which was for the Union army to thrust southeastward out of middle Tennessee and
capture the town of Chattanooga, the junction point for four vital railroad lines that
carried a large percentage of the Confederacy’s arms, munitions, food, and other supplies.
By the middle of September 1863, the Union had captured Chattanooga and was probing
into north Georgia. Atlanta was its next objective.

After a series of small skirmishes along Chickamauga Creek, General Braxton Bragg’s
Army of Tennessee attempted to push Major General William S. Rosecran’s Army of the
Cumberland southwestward, away from Chattanooga, to weaken the Union army’s hold
on that city. On September 19, 1863 Confederate forces engaged Union troops along the
important north-south supply route of LaFayette Road. The two-day battle took place
over a 20 square-mile area but much of it was focused along a portion of this road.
Chickamauga Battlefield Park consists of only the core battle area. In one of the
bloodiest battles of the war, Bragg’s Confederate forces defeated Rosecrans' army and

forced a Union retreat to Chattanooga.3

Designated a National Military Park on August 19, 1890, “for the purpose of preserving
and suitably marking for historical and professional military study the fields of some of
the most remarkable maneuvers and most brilliant fighting” of the Civil War,
Chickamauga and Chattanooga owes its existence largely to the efforts of General Henry
V. Boynton and Ferdinand Van Derveer. These veterans of the Army of the Cumberland
saw the need to preserve and commemorate the battlefield during an 1888 visit. The
legislation was the first to authorize the preservation of an American battlefield and
forme4d the basis of the establishment and development of a national system of military
parks.

Following the acquisition of a significant portion of the Chickamauga Battlefield they
were authorized to acquire for the NMP, the Park Commission set out to return the
battlefield to its 1863 appearance and create a commemorative and educational
landscape. Changes to the park landscape included the improvement of historic roads,

3 Jill K. Hanson and Robert W. Blythe, Chickamauga Chattanooga National Military Park Historic
Resource Study (Atlanta: National Park Service, Southeast Regional Office, Cultural Resources
Stewardship, January 1999).

* B. Morris, et al, Cultural Landscape Inventory, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park
(Atlanta: National Park Service, Southeast Regional Office, October 1997), 2.
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removal of roads that were not there at the time of the battle, the construction of new
roads to enhance access to important areas of the battlefield, and the construction of
administration and maintenance buildings, as well as bridges, culverts, and drainage
ditches.

In addition to these infrastructure improvements that were generally made to
accommodate visitors, the Park Commission also made changes to restore the landscape
to its 1863 conditions to help visitors interpret and commemorate the battle. These
actions involved the restoration of historic forest and field patterns, planting and clearing
trees where necessary, as well as the removal of buildings and structures located within
the NMP that were not there at the time of the battle.

Beginning in 1893, the Park Commission, and later the War Department, added more
than 680 commemorative monuments, markers, cannons, and memorials. Some of these
monuments have been erected by individual states that provided troops to the battle to
honor those soldiers who fought at Chickamauga; others were designed and erected by
individual regimental veteran associations under the auspices of the authorized state
monument commission. In order to help visitors understand the flow of the battle, some
markers are placed to locate senior officer headquarters. In some cases, memorials mark
the location where brigade commanders were killed or mortally wounded. Approximately
458 bronze and iron tablets contain text to interpret the battle action.

Commemorative features range in size from the Wilder Brigade Monument, which is
over 80 feet high, to markers less than three feet high. Many of the monuments and
cannons are located along LaFayette Road, Battleline Road, Poe Road, Snodgrass Hill,
and the Visitor Center. Other commemorative features, particularly markers and tablets,
are widely dispersed throughout the park. Although many of these features can be seen
from Park roads, others can only be viewed from pedestrian paths and trails. More
information regarding these features can be found in Chapter Three, as well as in the
Historic Structure Report and in the List of Classified Structures.

Of the 24 farmsteads that were present on the Chickamauga Battlefield in 1863, only
three structures are presently being interpreted for their battle-era associations: the Kelly,
Brotherton, and Snodgrass cabins. All three structures were either partially or completely
destroyed during the war, rebuilt by their owners after the war, or further repaired in the
1930s as part of the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) program in the park. The Dyer
House was constructed in 1875, maintained by the War Department, and then renovated
for use as a ranger residence in 1939 by the NPS. Other structures, built to accommodate
visitor services and park administration, include the Visitor Center (dedicated in 1936,
and altered in 1940, 1969, and 1989), the Superintendent's Residence (1914 - renovated
in 1938), and the utility group (1935).”

> U.S. Department of the Interior, “National Register of Historic Places Inventory—Nomination Form,
Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park,” prepared by Jill K. Hanson and Robert W. Blythe
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Scope of Work

Based on the statement of work prepared by the National Park Service for the
Chickamauga Battlefield CLR, JMA and History Matters undertook the following tasks:

* Research of primary and secondary source materials relating to all cultural landscape
elements of the Chickamauga Battlefield, with a focus on vegetation patterns and
topography at the time of the battle. Primary research was limited to the archives of
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park;

» Study of the evolution of the site through the review of historic maps and
photographs;

» Use of field investigations and other documents to record and describe existing
landscape features and produce an existing landscape feature inventory and
photographic documentation of existing conditions;

» Preparation of a site history, organized into identifying notable periods of landscape
development based on historical research of primary and secondary source materials.
Research was used to document the broad landscape characteristics and individual
character-defining features of the property as it developed over time through each of
the identified time periods. Overall, the focus of this research was on vegetation
patterns and topography at the time of the battle.

Research in this section includes:

. Native American Occupation and Early American Settlement to 1839.
Research limited to secondary sources.

. 1840-1861: American Settlement of the Landscape. Research limited to
secondary sources.

. 1861-1865: American Civil War. Primary research concentrated on sources

that describe the landscape, for example field patterns, topography, and areas
of open space vs. forested areas.

. 1865-1890: Postbellum Landscape. Research limited to secondary sources.

. 1890-1933: The Commemorative Landscape, Chickamauga & Chattanooga
National Military Park. Primary research concentrated on sources that
describe the landscape, for example field patterns, topography, and areas of
open space vs. forested areas.

. 1933—Present: National Park Service Administration. Research limited to
secondary sources.

(Atlanta: National Park Service, 1998), 3; National Park Service, “Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park, List of Classified Structures,” Administration Building/Visitor Center (LCS ID no. 091693).
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This section includes an historical description of the landscape and all
significant characteristics and components of the landscape during historic
periods. Landscape characteristics are identified in the Guide to Cultural
Landscape Reports, and include natural systems, spatial organization, land
use, circulation, topography, cultural vegetation, buildings and structures,
views, small-scale features, and archeological resources. An abbreviated
cultural landscape chronology associated with the narrative can be found in
Appendix A.

Supporting material, in the form of historic plans and images, to illustrate the physical
character, attributes, features, and materials that contribute to the significance of the
landscape over its history.

Preparation of an existing conditions narrative that describes the landscape and key
landscape features, which is based on both site research and site surveys, including
on-site observation and documentation of significant features and their condition.
Contemporary site functions, visitor services, and natural resources are described to
the extent that they contribute to or influence treatment decisions.

Preparation of existing conditions base maps derived from field surveys and
associated documents that identify key landscape features.

Preparation of a statement of significance, using the seven National Register criteria
(location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association). This
section identifies the historical contexts and also describes the periods of significance
associated with the landscape).

Preparation of a comparative site analysis and evaluation. This section compares
findings from the site history and existing conditions to identify the significance of
landscape characteristics and features in the context of the landscape as a whole.
Historic integrity is evaluated to determine if the characteristics and features that
defined the landscape during the historic period are present and retain their historic
qualities.

Preparation of historical base maps of the site to delineate features that survive from
and contribute to the historic periods.

Preparation of treatment recommendations, in the form of guidelines along with
treatment recommendations maps, to provide a description of the preservation
strategy for the long-term management of the cultural landscape based on its
significance, existing condition, and use.
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o Preparation of a bibliography of source materials utilized to develop the CLR.

Methodology

The CLR for Chickamauga Battlefield has several objectives. The first is to document
the historical development of the site’s cultural landscape, determining how the landscape
has changed over time, and determining the date or period of origin of existing landscape
features. The CLR will also evaluate the cultural landscape and determine how it
contributes to the site’s historical significance.

This CLR was produced in accordance with the guidance offered in A Guide to Cultural
Landscape Reports; Content, Process, and Techniques, and National Register Bulletin
40: Guidelines for ldentifying, Evaluating, and Registering America’s Historic
Battlefields. The following major studies were also consulted, Chickamauga and
Chattanooga Historic Resource Study, Chickamauga and Chattanooga Cultural
Landscape Inventory, An Archeological Overview and Assessment of Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park, the Administrative History of Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park, Vegetation Communities of Chickamauga
Battlefield, and the List of Classified Structures for Chickamauga Battlefield. Full
citations of these documents can be found in the References section at the end of this
report.

Historical Research Methodology

The central objective of History Matters’ research and site history was to understand and
describe the landscape of the Chickamauga Battlefield in September of 1863. In
addition, the site history attempts to document human interaction with and modifications
to the natural landscape of the 5,280-acre remnant of the Chickamauga Battlefield over
time.

In January 2003, with a focus on reviewing relevant primary sources such as historic
maps, historic photographs, and official and private reports of the battlefield at
Chickamauga and its establishment as a National Military Park, History Matters
personnel conducted 40 hours of primary research in the archives at the Chickamauga
and Chattanooga National Military Park in consultation with park historian James Ogden.
As specified by contract, History Matters did not conduct research or consult secondary
resources at other archives or libraries. History Matters did use materials contained in its
library as well as resources available online.
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The methodology for all directed research was composed of two parts. The first stage
came with the visit to the repository (online or in person) and the reviewing of books,
reports, documents, maps, drawings, photographs, and copying or borrowing those
sources relevant to the project. The second stage involved a more thorough review and
analysis of these sources. Each item was reviewed for information relevant to the
physical development of the project area landscape.

The site history includes overview-level narrative historic contexts and descriptions of
the physical landscape for each historic period. A detailed chronology of the events that
impacted the landscape is included in Appendix A. Historical research referenced studies
about the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park (CHCH-NMP) including
the Park’s Historic Resource Study (1999), Administrative History (1983), National
Register Nomination (1966, 1985, and 1998) and the Cultural Landscape Inventory, Part
1(1997).

The majority of the information about the antebellum, Civil War, and postbellum
landscapes of the Chickamauga battlefield that these reports contain relies on documents
and maps prepared by Edward E. Betts, who served as the CHCH-NMP Park Engineer
from 1891 to 1911. In March 1892, Betts was tasked with surveying and staking the park
boundary and creating a detailed topographical survey of the landscape. This resulted in
an 1892 base map that detailed existing conditions of the landscape at that time.® A
similar map was later reproduced in 1896 and in 1901.

Betts’ mapping of the 1863 battlefield landscape relied upon research conducted by the
Park Commission (under the direction of commissioner S.C. Kellogg and the Assistant in
Historical Work, H.V. Boynton). From this information, as well as from veteran
recollections and written battle reports, Betts created a series of historical base maps that
documented landscape conditions and troop positions and movements during September
19" and 20™, 1863. All of these maps were prepared using the same base map of
landscape conditions. These maps reflect what the Park Commission understood to be the
appearance of the landscape at the time of the battle, and it is this landscape that they
worked to restore. There are also indications that Betts corresponded with long-time
residents of the area to learn about the former routes of roads and the layout of fields and
orchards. It is not known whether he used other documentary sources such as local maps
and surveys, or tax and land records.

Where possible, History Matters has cross-referenced the Betts maps of the Civil War
landscape with other maps and relevant data from the official records and maps of the
Union and Confederate armies that the United States Department of War compiled and
published in the late 19"-century. History Matters’ work in this regard was limited
because the records at CHCH-NMP’s archive were not sufficient for History Matters to

% The 1892 Betts map is framed and hangs in CHCH-NMP’s archive, while the 1896 and 1901 maps were
published for distribution.
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independently assess the accuracy of the Betts maps. Where possible, discrepancies
between the Betts maps and documentation of the battle landscape compiled by other
sources are noted. In the absence of further verification, Betts’ maps are considered to be
the most detailed and accurate depiction of the physical landscape during the battle
period. CHCH-NMP Park staff has been consulted on this matter and agrees that while
additional research may uncover supplemental information that may contradict Betts’
documentation of the landscape; these maps remain the park’s primary and most trusted
source. As such, the Betts maps serve as the basis for analysis of landscape change
between 1863 and 1892. They also serve as the basis for both the integrity assessments
and treatment recommendations, with recognition given to the need for additional
research where appropriate.

Research on the period prior to 1837 relied primarily on the 1987 publication,
Archaeological Overview and Assessment of Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park, Georgia-Tennessee, compiled and edited by David Brewer. Secondary
sources were also cited. For the period 1838-1861, research relied on secondary histories
of the era and of the region for overview-level documentation of settlement patterns and
land use.

For the Civil War period and each subsequent period, research also relied upon map
resources from the Denver Service Center Technical Information Center and maps and
photos available online from the Library of Congress and the National Archives.

Existing Conditions Documentation Methodology

A site visit to document existing conditions was conducted in December 2002. IMA
personnel, Krista Schneider and Matt Whitaker, met with park staff and gathered
information during the week of December 16, 2002. Jim Ogden, Park Historian, and Jim
Szyjkowski, Cultural Resource Manager, provided the research team with a windshield
tour of the park. Existing conditions base maps, derived from electronic mapping files
provided to JMA personnel by the NPS Cultural Resources Geographic Information
Systems (GIS) office, were field-checked during the site visit. Additions, deletions, and
other corrections to the base information were noted in the field, and the character of the
primary landscape features was inventoried. Photographic documentation of existing
conditions was completed at this time. The location of photographic station points and the
direction of the views were noted on base drawings in the field and later added to the
base map. Throughout this phase of research and documentation, JMA has continued to
maintain contact with NPS officials.

The documentation of existing conditions is provided in this report through cross-
referenced narrative, graphic, and photographic material. Landscape features are
discussed within a framework established in 4 Guide to Cultural Landscape Reports;
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Content, Process, and Techniques, which identifies various landscape characteristics
through which existing conditions documentation can be organized and presented.
Existing conditions documentation was prepared through the review and compilation of
information derived from existing conditions base mapping, field investigations, review
of photographs taken in the field, and examination of park planning documents, park
files, and NPS reports. For the purpose of this CLR, Chickamauga Battlefield landscape
features are described according to the following landscape characteristic categories:
natural systems, spatial organization, land use, circulation, topography, cultural
vegetation, buildings and structures, views, small-scale features, and archeological
resources.

Photographs of representative landscape features are included in the existing conditions
documentation chapter of the CLR and are referenced in the text. A documentation
notebook containing all of the existing conditions photographs, negatives, and electronic
copies on CD will be provided to the NPS to supplement the representative photographic
coverage included in the report.

Comparative Analysis Methodology

JMA, in cooperation with its sub-consultant History Matters, prepared the significance
statement based upon the historic context established in the Historic Resource Study
(HRS), which was completed by the NPS Southeast Region staff.

The comparative analysis of the project area is organized by landscape characteristic, and
includes an evaluation of features to determine if they contribute to the periods of
significance, or if they are missing or require further study. This analysis was based upon
a comparison between the landscape’s physical history elaborated in Chapter Two (for
both battle and commemorative periods), and the existing conditions documentation
found in Chapter Three.

The comparison of existing and battle period conditions was conducted by overlaying
existing conditions maps developed in AutoCAD with digital images of the 1863
battlefield, as mapped by Betts.” This process was used to identify and delineate major
contributing, noncontributing, and missing landscape features, such as buildings,
structures, fields, forests, streams, glades, ponds, orchards, and circulation features.

7 The digital image used in this analysis, Map of the Battlefield of Chickamauga, Movements Morning to
Noon, Sept. 19", 1863. Prepared under the direction of Daniel S. Lamont, Secretary of War, by the
Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park Commission from official reports and maps of both
contending Armies. Compiled and drawn by Edward E. Betts, C.E., Park Engineer, 1896, was made
available from the Cultural Resources GIS Office, and georeferenced for comparison with existing
conditions data collected during the NPS GPS Field Survey (1996-97).
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As this CLR places emphasis on vegetation analysis, vegetation mapped in AutoCAD
(both battle period and existing conditions) was converted to Geographic Information
Systems (GIS) shapefiles, and queried to identify overlapping polygons. Areas of overlap
identified contributing fields and forest areas, whereas non-overlapping polygons
identified either missing or noncontributing conditions. The same process was used to
identify contributing, noncontributing, and missing fields and forest areas from the end of
the commemorative period, using the ca. 1940 aerial photograph of the battlefield as a
basis for mapping historic conditions. Refer to the maps of contributing,
noncontributing, and missing features found at the end of Chapter Four for more
information on map sources.

Integrity Assessment Methodology

Integrity assessments were conducted with respect to both the battle period and
commemorative period landscapes. These assessments were based upon guidance
outlined in National Register Bulletin 40: Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating, and
Registering America’s Historic Battlefields, and National Register Bulletin 15: How to
Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. Readers should refer to Chapter
Four for more information on the criteria used for integrity assessments.

Treatment Methodology

Management issues and specific projects of interest identified by the NPS were used as
the basis for the Treatment Plan. This plan was based upon guidance outlined in 7he
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties and The
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with
Guidelines for the Treatment of Cultural Landscapes, as well as other relevant NPS
Guides and Management Policies associated with specific project recommendations.

Summary of Findings

The Chickamauga Battlefield Unit of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park constitutes the majority of the area over which Union and Confederate
forces clashed on September 18-20, 1863. The NMP was listed on the National Register
of Historic Places in October, 1966. Chickamauga was the largest battle to take place in
the western theater, the second largest in the war, and was the first Civil War battlefield
to be set aside for preservation by act of the Federal Government in 1890. Early
administration of the new park was performed by the Park Commission. In 1923 the
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country’s Civil War battlefields were turned over to the control of the War Department,
and in 1933 the National Park Service assumed responsibility for battlefield parks.

Two historic contexts are associated with this landscape’s cultural significance: 1) the
Battle of Chickamauga, and 2) the establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga
National Military Park. Chickamauga Battlefield is nationally significant under the
National Register of Historic Places Criterion A in the areas of military history,
politics/government, conservation, and social history for the important battle that
occurred there, as well as its establishment as the first National Military Park in the
United States. Chickamauga Battlefield is also nationally significant under Criterion B
for its agssociation with the important military leaders of both Union and Confederate
armies.

Because the individual elements and overall treatment and organization of the park
embody landscape design practices from the 1890s through the 1930s and concepts of
memorialization through sculpture and architecture, it is also nationally significant under
Criterion C in the areas of art, architecture, and landscape architecture.” Resources
surviving from the battle period include roads, buildings, vegetation, and topography,
whereas monuments and markers, buildings, interpretive roads, and road improvements
comprise contributing resources from the commemorative period. A more detailed
discussion of significance is addressed in Chapter Four.

As established in the Historic Resource Study (1999), the battle period of significance is

1863; the commemorative period of significance spans the years 1890-1942.'° This CLR
takes no exception to these dates and finds that Chickamauga Battlefield retains integrity
to both the battle and commemorative periods.

The overall recommended treatment approach for Chickamauga Battlefield is
rehabilitation. This approach will allow the park to reestablish aspects of battle period
spatial organization, circulation patterns, and forest/field composition as well as represent
select missing features. This approach will also permit the removal or replacement of
intrusive features with more appropriate alternatives, and allow for improved
interpretation of the park’s resources.

A critical component of rehabilitation is preservation. This will ensure the protection
and maintenance of the essential character-defining features of Chickamauga’s cultural
landscape while supporting activities needed to meet current and future needs.

¥ Jill K. Hanson and Robert W. Blythe, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Historic
Resources Study (Atlanta: National Park Service, Cultural Resources Stewardship, Southeast Regional
Office, 1999) 21-22, 48; U.S. Department of the Interior, “National Register of Historic Places Inventory—
Nomination Form, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park,” 4.

? Hanson and Blythe, 48-50; U.S. Department of the Interior, “National Register of Historic Places
Inventory—Nomination Form, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park,” 4.

' Hanson and Blythe, National Register of Historic Places Registration Form, (additional documentation).
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Rehabilitation provides for the improvement of facilities to allow for a rich and fulfilling
visitor experience, and the careful implementation of necessary functional site
improvements with the preservation of the overall historic landscape character and
individual historic features. Rehabilitation also allows managers to pursue resource
management initiatives intended to promote natural resource protection and
sustainability.

This CLR recommends 21 specific treatment projects for rehabilitation and preservation
of the Chickamauga Battlefield. While each project contains guidelines for
implementation, several of the treatment programs and projects will require additional
site-specific research to complete. Archeological investigations are a major component
of this research and are identified where appropriate. As the battlefield contains potential
archaeological sites relating to the battle, including the Winfrey, Viniard, Widow Glenn
(Rosecrans’ Headquarters), Dyer, and Poe House sites, Jay’s Mill Site, Bragg’s
Headquarters site, Glenn Field, Brotherton Field, Dyer Field, Snodgrass Field, the fords
on West Chickamauga Creek where skirmishes took place, Bloody Pond, and the
numerous sites of Union and Confederate breastworks and trenches, it is recommended
that significance should also be considered under National Register Criterion D—
Archaeological Potential. Further historical research and site documentation are also
recommended for potential archaeological sites relating to the commemorative period,
including sites associated with the continued military use of the park by the War
Department from the 1890s through the beginning of World War II.
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Figure 1-1: Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Vicinity Map.

Source: Hanson, Jill K. and Robert W. Blythe. Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park. Historic Resource
Study. U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Cultural Resources Stewardship, Southeast Regional
Office (Drawn by David Hasty). Atlanta: U.S. Department of the Interior, January 1999, 2.
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Figure 1-2: Context Map of Chickamauga Battlefield.

Source: Geographic Information Systems data derived from GPS Field Survey 1996-1997 of Chickamauga Battlefield,
Cultural Resources GIS, Washington D.C. and Georgia Department of Transporation, “Georgia DOT Roads and
Highways” [electronic file online]. Georgia GIS Data Clearinghouse, compiled 1997 [accessed December 2002].

Metadata available from World Wide Web: (http://gis1.state.ga.us/index.asp).
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CHAPTER TWO

SITE PHYSICAL HISTORY

Introduction

The site physical history for this Cultural Landscape Report is divided into six separate
periods. These periods are defined based on changes that occurred to the cultural
landscape contained in the project area, and also by larger historical trends that impacted
the landscape. The periods are defined as follows:

. Period I: American Indian Occupation and Early American Settlement
to 1839
. Period II: 1839-1861  American Settlement of the Landscape

. Period III: 1861-1865  American Civil War
. Period I'V: 1865-1890  Postbellum Landscape

. Period V: 1890-1933  The Commemorative Landscape, Chickamauga &
Chattanooga National Military Park

. Period VI: 1933—Present National Park Service Administration
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Period I: American Indian Occupation and Early American
Settlement to 1839

Archaeological study has not revealed evidence of permanent settlements in the park
areas during the Paleo-Indian, Archaic, Mississippian, and Woodland periods though
peoples from the period “probably used the oak-pine-hickory forests of northern Georgia
and southern Tennessee for campsites and temporary settlements.”' Archaeologists have
concluded that, “there is evidence of upland sites occupied seasonally as hunting camps
in the South Chickamauga Creek watershed and more or less permanent settlements as
agriculture grew in importance.””

The territory of the Muskogee, who were among the ancestors of the Creek people,
encompassed the area between the Tennessee River and St. Mary’s River in Georgia.
They often clashed with the Cherokee who, driven inland by the pressure of European
settlement on the Atlantic Coast, began to move into the area in the 1600s. In the late-
1600s, the Cherokee pushed the Creek to an area just south of the Etowah River. Later
conflict between the two groups resulted in the Creek being pushed even further south to
the Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers.

By the mid-1 gh century, numerous trails, many of which later became roads, converged
in the area of what is now Chattanooga, Tennessee and north Georgia. These included
the Great War Path that proceeded from the mouth of South Chickamauga Creek into
east Tennessee with branches that extended north and west into the Great Lakes region.
Another, the Chickamauga Path, proceeded from South Chickamauga Creek watershed
south to the Coosa River Valley. By the early 19" century, a portion of the Chickamauga
Path became known as Crawfish Springs Road. This road, along with portions of the
LaFayette Road, later became part of the route of U.S. Highway 27. The LaFayette
Road, which was, until 2002, also part of U.S. Highway 27, would become the “chief
north to south route connecting the smaller farms in north Georgia with markets and
transportation in Chattanooga.” Other area trails included the New Echota Road that led

' B. Morris, C. Goetchus, S. Hitchcock, and S. Styles, Cultural Landscape Inventory: Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park, 1997, 4.

? David M. Brewer, compiler & editor, An Archeological Overview and Assessment of Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park, Georgia — Tennessee, (Tallahassee, FL: Southeast Archeological
Center, 1987) 14.

3 Jill K. Hanson and Robert W. Blythe, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, Historic
Resource Study, (National Park Service: 1999) 5. The portions of U.S. Route 27 that bisected the CHCH-
NMP as LaFayette Road were rerouted to the west of the park in 2001.
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southeast towards the Atlantic Coast and the Alabama or Brainerd Road that led
southwest towards Alabama.*

When the American Revolution began in the mid-1770s, Continental Army forces drove
the pro-British Cherokee from the mountainous areas of Georgia, Tennessee, and North

Carolina into the Little Tennessee Valley. Four Cherokee towns were established along
the banks of Chickamauga Creek, two of which (Little Owl Town and Bull Town) may

have been far enough south to be located near the park. First in 1779 and again in 1782,
American forces burned the settlements.’

In the 1790s, American settlement of the area began in earnest as people began to migrate
west from Virginia and North Carolina along trails first established by American Indians.
Between 1790 and 1840, Georgia’s population increased from 82,000 people to 691,000,
an eight-fold increase. The contrast in population between the settlers and the Cherokee
could not have been greater. By 1840, 400,000 whites lived in Georgia. Five years
earlier, the Cherokee had numbered little more than 18,000.°

The American rush to northwestern Georgia was hastened by the 1828 discovery of gold
in the mountain territory held by the Cherokee and by American impatience for Cherokee
land. In 1833, Walker County, where a portion of the Chickamauga battlefield is located,
was created from Cherokee land that had been divided among white settlers during the
sixth Georgia Land Lottery.” The area was mostly covered in forest. Oak, hickory, and
pine were the most common species mentioned by Georgia surveyors in 1831.°

By 1835, through a series of land and gold lotteries, and over the protests of the Cherokee
and even the United States Supreme Court, the state of Georgia had surveyed and
distributed all of the Cherokee’s territory to Georgia citizens. Conflicts between the state
of Georgia, the United States’ government, and the Cherokee nation would grow until, in
1838, the United States Army forcibly removed the Cherokee to the west. In May, 1838,
those Cherokee who still lived in Walker County were rounded up by U.S. forces under

* Morris et al, 5.

5 Brewer, 15.

® Thomas A. Scott, Cornerstones of Georgia History: Documents That Formed The State (Athens, GA: The
University of Georgia Press, 1995), 50.

" In 1833, Walker County encompassed all of what is today the Chickamauga Battlefield. In 1853, Walker
County was subsequently divided into other counties, including Catoosa County, the other county in which
the battlefield lies.

8 Brewer, 17.
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the command of General Winfield Scott’ and were forced to march to the area around
Ross’s Landing (Chattanooga). From there, they joined others on a forced march to
western lands in what is now the state of Oklahoma. More than 4,000 Cherokee died
before they arrived in Oklahoma in 1839.

? Scott replaced General John Wool who resigned his command in protest of the removal.
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Period II: 1839-1861 American Settlement of the Landscape

Due to its location along the Tennessee River, the area around Chattanooga developed
into a center for trade. Its status as a transportation center increased with the building of
the railroads. In 1851, the construction of the Western and Atlantic Railroad was
completed from Chattanooga to Atlanta and, as Chattanooga’s importance as a
transportation hub grew, so did the area’s population.'® Walker County’s population
more than dollllbled between 1840 and 1850 and continued to rise until the disruption of
war in 1861.

Settlement patterns in the area formed in direct response to the “undulating topography
and the availability of water,” '* and during this period, several farmsteads were
established in the park area. Farmers raised livestock and grew grain crops (the most
common crop grown was corn) on their farms along West Chickamauga Creek and along
LaFayette Road.

The most common structures found on area farmsteads “consisted of small log-
constructed dwellings, typically covered in clapboard, with associated outbuildings.
There were a few churches in the area, including Cloud Church, and a log schoolhouse
across from the Viniard Farm. In addition, several local industries operated in the area
that would become the park. These included the Lee and Gordon’s Mills that consisted
of a gristmill and a sawmill, Dyer’s Mill, several blacksmith shops, and a tanyard."*

9913

The antebellum landscape of the battlefield was a patchwork of fields, forest, and grazing
land. "> Farm complexes stood in cleared areas near cultivated fields. Many included
orchards that were located near the homesteads and varied in size from a few trees to a
quarter of an acre. Corn was the area’s most commonly grown row crop. Because cattle
and other livestock roamed freely, most fields were enclosed by wooden fences. A mix

" Due to their forced removal in 1838, American Indians do not appear at all in the 1840 census of the
area.

" Walker County’s population grew from 6,572 in 1840 to 13,109 in 1850. In 1860, its population was
10,082. In 1860, the population of Catoosa County, which had been drawn from parts of Walker County in
1853, was 5,082. U.S. Census.

12 Morris et al, 7.

" Morris et al, 7. The Kelly farm had a frame house as did Dyer’s. James H. Ogden, Historian,
Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, Comments on Chickamauga Battlefield CLR, Part
1, 50% Draft, March 2003, Submitted July 2003 to SERO Cultural Resources. Information about the frame
houses at Kelly’s and Dyer’s from Ogden.

14 Morris et al, 7; Ogden, Comments.

15 “There were few if any true pastures; while the free ranging livestock might have grazed in an un-
fenced, un-cultivated field, that field was not a pasture.” Ogden, Comments.
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of hardwood forest dominated the majority of the landscape. Foraging livestock cleared
parts of the understory, permitting vision through the woods of up to four hundred yards
in some places. An unusual feature of the valley ecosystem was the series of cedar
glades.'®

' Morris et al, 8. “Here and elsewhere, the most reported cedar glades, most reported because of their size,
were more characterized by an open field appearance rather than an open understory. Soldiers often called
them “old fields” suggesting they appeared to be a field previously cultivated.” Ogden, Comments.
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Period Ill: 1861-1865 American Civil War

Throughout the antebellum period, the American political system managed to peacefully
resolve conflicts about slavery and western territorial expansion that arose between
northern and southern sections of the nation. In 1861, with the electoral success of the
antislavery Republican Party, the political conflict of the previous 30 years erupted into a
violent civil war.

In November 1860, Republican Abraham Lincoln was elected president of the United
States and the Republican Party won the congressional elections, enabling them to take
control of both houses of Congress for the first time. In response, several states in the
lower south held a series of state conventions to consider seceding from the Union. In
Georgia, a statewide election was held to decide whether to immediately secede or to
continue to cooperate with the Union. Voters were quickly drawn into either the
“immediate” secessionists or the continued “cooperationist” positions. In the
northwestern mountain regions of Georgia, the vote was for cooperation. Despite this,
the region’s position was defeated.'” In a close election, Georgia voted to secede and did
so on January 19, 1861. In February 1861, the state joined six other states in the lower
south to form the Confederate States of America.

On April 12, 1861, in Charleston, South Carolina, troops fired on the Union garrison of
Fort Sumter. On April 14, 1861, the federal troops that were stationed at the fort
surrendered to Confederate forces. On April 15, Lincoln called for 75,000 soldiers to
volunteer for 90 days to stop the rebellion. By the end of May 1861, Virginia, North
Carolina, Arkansas, and Tennessee had voted to secede.!® The eleven states of the
Confederacy were now arrayed against the remaining 23 states of the Union who refused
to recognize their right to secede.

Except for losses on its Atlantic Coast, Georgia escaped warfare during the first two
years of the war as fighting took place to both the north and west of the state. This was to
change with Union victories that took place in Tennessee and Kentucky in the winter of
1862 and spring and summer of 1863.

The Fight for Tennessee: Murfreesboro to Chickamauga, 1863
After its defeat at Perryville, Kentucky in October 1862, the Confederate Army of the
Mississippi retreated from Kentucky and advanced to Murfreesboro, Tennessee to go into

' See discussion of mountain region’s vote in Anthony Gene Carey, Parties, Slavery, and the Union in
Antebellum Georgia (Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press, 1997) 241-247.

'8 Notably, like their counterparts in northwestern Georgia, the majority of voters in east Tennessee voted
against secession.
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its winter quarters. Re-designated as the Army of Tennessee while remaining under the
command of General Braxton Bragg, the Confederate forces were pursued by Union
General William Rosecrans’ Army of the Cumberland. The first confrontation between
the two armies took place at the battle at Stones River near Murfreesboro on New Year’s
Eve in 1862 and culminated with a Union victory when Bragg’s forces retreated to
Shelbyville and Tullahoma, Tennessee.

During the winter of 1863, the Army of the Cumberland was reorganized into three
corps: the 14™ under the command of General George H. Thomas; the 12" under the
command of Alexander McCook; and the 21% under the command of General Thomas
Crittenden. General Gordon Granger commanded the Army’s reserve corps, while
General David Stanley commanded the Cavalry Corps.

In late June 1863, the Army of the Cumberland defeated Bragg’s forces at the battle of
Hoover’s Gap, forcing the Army of Tennessee to evacuate middle Tennessee on July Ist.
The Union forces then occupied the former Confederate positions along a line that ran
from Winchester, Tennessee to McMinnville, Tennessee. Bragg established his
headquarters at Chattanooga in Eastern Tennessee. Under pressure from Washington to
pursue Bragg, Rosecrans began to move towards Chattanooga, successfully crossing the
Tennessee River from landings below the city on September 4th.

With Rosecrans threatening his line of supply, Bragg left Chattanooga and retreated south
into Georgia. Rosecrans then directed his army’s three corps commanders to split and
follow the Army of Tennessee along three separate routes. In the second week of
September, Bragg turned north; massing his troops to face what he perceived was now a
divided Army of the Cumberland. Inexplicably, despite orders from Bragg to attack the
divided Union forces, Bragg’s subordinate commanders failed to attack parts of the 14™
and 21" corps when they had the opportunity to do so. Realizing that Bragg had
concentrated his army, Rosecrans was able to hurriedly reassemble his forces. It took
until September 17" for them to do this.

Chickamauga, Sehptember 18-20, 1863

On September 18", Bragg ordered his forces to turn north to the east side of
Chickamauga Creek to prepare for a full attack on Crittenden’s 21* Corps. Confederate
cavalry and infantry encountered some Union mounted infantry and cavalry. That night,
Thomas’ 14" corps was able to move above and behind Crittenden’s forces in order to
prevent Bragg’s forces from flanking the Union line.

Bragg’s Army of Tennessee, numbering 66,000 men, faced a reassembled Army of the
Cumberland whose forces totaled 58,000. On the 19", fighting began in earnest as the
two armies began the morning facing each other along the banks of Chickamauga Creek.
Over the next three days, the battle area would extend from Lee and Gordon’s Mills on
the south, close to the settlement of Rossville on the north, and within two miles on either
side of LaFayette Road.
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All during the first day, the two forces battled each other along a line that stretched for
three miles north of the Lee and Gordon’s Mills. The battle was undecided when night
fell, though the Union forces still controlled the LaFayette Road that led to Chattanooga.
At midday on the 20" after receiving what was almost immediately revealed as flawed
intelligence, Rosecrans ordered General Thomas Wood, who’s troops were stationed at
the center of the Union line, to shore up what Rosecrans incorrectly thought was a gap on
Woods’ left. In response, Woods withdrew his division causing a real gap in the Union
line. Four divisions under the command of Confederate General James Longstreet drove
into the gap and caused several divisions on the Union right to flee. Rosecrans and his
commanders, with the exception of General George Thomas, abandoned the battle.

At Snodgrass Hill, Thomas reformed the remaining Union troops. They formed a line at
right angles to the Union left along a series of ridges known as the “Horseshoe” near the
Snodgrass House. There they withstood Longstreet’s repeated assaults. After nightfall,
Thomas, later dubbed “the Rock of Chickamauga,” withdrew to Rossville and Missionary
Ridge at the order of General Rosecrans. The Union forces had suffered a major defeat.
Their battle losses included 16,170 killed, wounded, and missing. Bragg’s Army of
Tennessee suffered losses of 18,454 killed, wounded, and missing. When the Union
forces withdrew for Chattanooga on the 21*, the Confederate forces did not give chase.
Instead, the Confederates occupied the city’s surrounding heights. The siege of
Chattanooga had begun."”

Their victory at Chickamauga gave the Confederacy new hope in the wake of the
important Union victories at Gettysburg and Vicksburg in July 1863. With victory,
Confederate forces were able to temporarily prevent the entry of significant Union forces
into Georgia. However, the victory was short-lived. In November 1863, Union forces
broke the siege of Chattanooga, ending any hope that the Confederates had for retaking
the city. In 1864, using Chattanooga as their base of supply, Union forces under the
command of William Tecumseh Sherman captured Atlanta and began their famous
“march to the sea,” capturing Savannah in December 1864. From there, Sherman’s
forces attacked Confederate forces throughout the Carolinas, culminating in the final
defeat and surrender of the remains of the Army of Tennessee in April 1865. Their
defeat followed that of Confederate forces in Virginia under the command of Robert E.
Lee. Lee had surrendered his forces to Grant on April 9, 1865 at Appomattox Court
House. The Confederate States of America was defeated.

! Repercussions from the battle of Chickamauga and the escape of Union forces to Chattanooga were
swiftly felt in the command structures of both armies. Union Corps commanders McCook and Crittenden
lost their commands. In October 1863, the Union armies of the Cumberland, the Tennessee, and the Ohio
were combined into the Military Division of Mississippi under the command of Ulysses S. Grant who had
led the pivotal Union victory at Vicksburg, Mississippi a few months earlier. Grant immediately relieved
Rosecrans of command and replaced him with George Thomas. On the Confederate side, General Polk
was relieved of command and the Army of the Tennessee was reorganized into three separate corps under
the respective commands of Longstreet, Hardee, and Breckinridge.
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Throughout the two days of warfare at Chickamauga, the terrain and vegetation greatly
influenced the character of the fighting. The battle took place in an area of about 20
square miles in a valley defined by Missionary Ridge on the west and Peavine Ridge on
the east. This landscape was defined by a series of low ridges and swales, and
characterized by numerous sinkholes that were used as defensive shelter by the
competing armies.”’

The battle area extended from Lee and Gordon’s Mills on the south to the settlement of
Rossville on the north, and within two miles on either side of LaFayette Road. East of
LaFayette Road the terrain is fairly level, while to the west, hills and ridges that run
generally northeast to southwest, extend west to the base of Missionary Ridge.”' Several
hills throughout the battlefield served as strategic high ground that was hotly contested by
the Union and Confederate armies during the battle.”” These included Glenn Hill, in the
southwest quadrant of the park, Snodgrass Hill in the northwest, and the ridge that
overlooked Dyer Field in the east central portion of the park.

Snodgrass Hill was particularly important, as it was here that the Union troops made their
last stand before withdrawing north to Rossville. In his battle report written September
30, 1863, Maj. General Gordon Granger describes this area as a “horseshoe ridge,”* as
the area was actually made up of a group of hills strung together. This defensive high
ground was described by Col.Van Derveer as being “well selected and one capable of
being defended against a heavy force, the line being the crest of a hill, for the possession

of which the enemy made desperate and renewed efforts.”*

Vegetation also played a key role in influencing the battle. Low visibility and the
presence of dense forests scattered with open fields shaped the battle into a series of
small, sudden encounters. During the Civil War, the landscape was heavily wooded with
mainly hickory and oak trees interspersed with stands of cedar and pine. Many of the
official battle reports for September 19th and 20th make reference to the dense woods
and substantial undergrowth. Commanders reported that this dense vegetation hampered
both visibility and troop movements. On the evening of September 19, 1863, General

2 Morris et al, 9.

*! Hanson and Blythe, 9.

2 Oculus, Design of the Commemorative Military Park: Contextual Documentation & Resource
Evaluation, 75% Draft, Prepared for the National Park Service, March 2002, Section 1. Administrative
Data, 40.

2 From Maj. Gen. Gordon Granger’s battle report, September 30, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX,
Part I, 855.

2* From Col. Ferdinand Van Derveer’s battle report, September 25, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX,
Part 1, 430.
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Rosecrans described the battlefield as “...densely wooded and its surface irregular and
difficult. We could make but little use of our artillery.”*

Brig. General George Maney (Confederate Army) wrote that his troops “had become
considerably disordered by its rapid movement through thick woods and undergrowth.”*®
Maney, whose troops fought in the vicinity of the intersection of Alexander Bridge Road
and Brotherton Road and Brock Field, describes the terrain that they traversed as being
“well wooded” with ridges and an open cornfield on his left. He describes how the
timber at the center of his line, as it moved west, had “been newly felled and presented
some difficulty to easy passage in line.”*’” Although Betts provides no graphics key to his
1896-1901 battle maps, there appears to be an area with felled trees depicted to the west
of the intersection of Alexander Bridge and Brotherton Roads, see Figures 2-3 and 2-4.
The depiction of battlefield conditions in this area, perhaps more so than any other,
conflicts with the Boyd survey of 1864, which appears incomplete, see Figures 2-5 and 2-
6. Here the Brock farmstead (unlabeled) is configured differently, as are the roads in this
area. There does appear, however, to be an area of felled trees to the north of the
farmstead.”®

In other areas of the battlefield, landowners and farmers kept livestock that they allowed
to roam across the open fields and in the wooded areas.” This kept the understory
relatively open, and allowed for relatively good visibility. One of Maney’s commanding
officers, Col. Hume R. Field (1 & 27™ TN Infantry) reported that as his troops arrived at
the crest of a hill to relieve General Jackson’s troops, he saw “a gradual slope to the front
of some 300 or 400 yards of clear open woods.”*® His description indicates that certain
areas of the forest were less dense than others and did provide good visibility and
movement.

Several open areas, in the form of cultivated or fallow fields, were also interspersed
throughout the landscape. According to Betts’ depiction of the battlefield, these fields
were typically located near farmsteads along the main roads. Several of the largest fields,
such as those along West Chickamauga Creek, played a role in the first day of the battle
as Confederate troops crossed the creek and moved northwest to engage the Union army.
These include fields near the Hunt, Thedford, Smith, Youngblood, and Alexander
farmsteads, as well as those near Jay’s Mill. In some instances, these fields were defined

»From correspondence from Rosecrans to Maj. Gen. H.W. Halleck, September 19, 1863, WOR-OR, Series
I, Vol. XXX, Part I, 136.

*From George Maney’s battle report, October 6, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II, 97.

YFrom Brig. General George Maney’s battle report, October 6, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part
11, 94.

® Boyd’s map does not include a legend for graphic symbols, so this is open to interpretation.

PMorris et al, 10.

3% From Col. Hume R. Field’s battle report, October 3, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II, 99.
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by fences (such as the Hunt fields), while others were simply defined by the edges of the
forest and creek (such as the western Alexander field),”' see Figure 2-7.

By September 1863, corn, which was the predominant crop, had already been harvested
for the fall and the fields provided open views across the landscape. Several fields, for
instance, were described by Maj. Gen. Thomas L. Crittenden, see Figure 2-8:

“Colonel Buell went into position just off the [LaFayette] road on the right
and to the rear of Brigadier-General Davis' battery, which was firing
across an open field [Glenn Field] at the enemy in the woods, who could
be plainly seen by their bayonets glistening. In the meantime General
Wood, with Harker's brigade, had passed still farther down the road and
went into position on Colonel Buell's left, striking the woods as he left the
road. In Colonel Buell's front there was a large gap in the woods, recently
a corn-field [Viniard Field West].”*

In another account, Kelly Field was described by one of the officers in General Jackson’s
battalion as being an “open space of prairie of about 100 yards in width, covering in
length our entire brigade.”” Tt was also considered a “natural stronghold” enhanced by
“artificial fortifications.”* An 1899 account of the battle of September 20, 1863
describes the field east of LaFayette Road at the Kelly farmstead as laying “along the
state road for half a mile,” and being “a quarter of a mile wide.”” This latter description
confirms Betts’ depiction of Kelly field, see Figure 2-9. Boyd’s map also conforms to
this description.

Like the agricultural fields, limestone glades (sometimes referred to as cedar glades) also
provided areas of open space in the middle of the forest. Several of these glades
occupied the low limestone ridges and slopes east of LaFayette Road. At the time of the
battle, these glades were characterized by an open understory. Accounts indicate that
troops were able to form in organized lines and fire uninterrupted volleys through the
glades.*® In some cases, soldiers referred to the cedar glades on the battlefield as “old

3! Map of the Battlefield of Chickamauga, Movements Morning to Noon, Sept. 19", 1863. Prepared under
the direction of Daniel S. Lamont, Secretary of War, by the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park
Commission from official reports and maps of both contending Armies. Compiled and drawn by Edward
E. Betts, C.E., Park Engineer, 1896.

*2 From Maj. Gen. Thomas L. Crittenden’s official battle report, October 1, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol.
XXX, Part I, 608.

3From Major Richard H. Whiteley’s battle report, October 4, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II,
90.

3*From Colonel Charles P. Daniel’s battle report, October 4, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II,
89.

3Belknap, Charles E., History of the Michigan Organizations at Chickamauga, Chattanooga and
Missionary Ridge, 1863 (Lansing, MI: Robert Smith Printing Co., 1899), 50.

*Morris et al, 10.
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fields,” believing that the sparse number of trees and grasses indicated that the area was
once cultivated.”’

One battle account describes the glades located east of Kelly Field, which are depicted on
Betts’ map of the battle on the afternoon of September 20" see Figure 2-9. Approaching
the Union lines at Kelly field from the northeast, from across Alexander Bridge Road,
Major James C. Gordon (General Jackson’s Brigade) describes his troops movements,
stating that they “passed over an open glade through a thick undergrowth, up a long slope
to the crest of the hill...” He describes the Union lines as being located atop “another hill
in front of us and about 150 yards from where we were, and on top of which was their
first line of [breast]works.” After a heavy artillery exchange, the Confederate line
“advanced down the slope of the hill we were on, across a hollow, and up the hill on
which was their first line...,” where they found that the Union line had retreated “across a
glade about 75 or 100 yards to their second line, which was protected by a strong
barricade work hurriedly thrown up.”*® Boyd’s depiction of landscape conditions in this
area of the battlefield is incomplete.

In 1863 the circulation network of Chickamauga Battlefield was comprised of primary
and secondary roads. LaFayette Road served as the main north-south corridor in the area
and functioned as the Union Army’s supply line and link to Chattanooga to the north.
Other primary roads included Reed’s Bridge, Jay’s Mill, Brotherton, Alexander’s Bridge,
Viniard-Alexander, McFarland Gap, Mullis-Spring, Glenn-Kelly, Dyer, Glen-Viniard,
Dry Valley, Snodgrass, and Crawfish Spring Roads. Of these, Dry Valley Road, Glenn-
Kelly Road, and Dyer Road acted as strategic roads for the Union Army that carried
troops to and from the front lines of the battle.” Jay’s Mill Road, which ran north-south
about one and one-half mile east of LaFayette Road, was also an important Confederate
communication route that carried both couriers and troops.*’ McFarland Gap Road, in the
northwest corner of the park, served as the Union Army’s main retreat route after the
Battle of Chickamauga.”' Several other secondary roads crisscrossed the battlefield and
linked the primary roads with the local farmsteads.

In comparing Betts’ map of battlefield conditions, see Figure 2-10, to that of Merrill
(1864) and Boyd (1864), most of the primary roads share similar alignments. Exceptions
to this are Brotherton Road, and the central portion of Alexander’s Bridge Road, which
differ in alignment on the Boyd map, see Figure 2-5, and Dyer and Glenn-Viniard Roads,
which do not appear on the Merrill map, see Figure 2-11.

TJames H. Ogden, Historian CHCH-NMP, Interview, January 2003.

¥From Major James C. Gordon’s battle report, October 4, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II, 7-
88.

3% Hanson and Blythe, 11.

0 Hanson and Blythe, 11.

“'Morris et al, 9.
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Other than LaFayette Road, the roads of the battlefield were generally not well-marked.
This led to directional confusion among the troops and commanders on both sides.
During the battle, there were numerous reports of units becoming lost. The lack of
substantial roads also prevented the Confederate Army from taking full tactical advantage
of their larger numbers.*

Environmental conditions at the time of the battle also impacted the road character.
General Bragg described the country as being “parched by drought,” with drinking water
difficult to find.* These drought conditions made the roads dusty. The movement of
troops was, at times, made obvious by the dust clouds kicked up by the feet of the
marching soldiers.

Since drinking water was difficult to find, manmade ponds served as an important water
supply. In particular, the ponds near the Widow Glenn and Viniard farmsteads served as
an important water supply for Union forces.** The manmade pond located north of the
Widow Glenn’s farmstead eventually became identified as “Bloody Pond,” see Figure 2-
12, because of the blood that drained into the water from wounded men and animals.*’

West Chickamauga Creek served as a major obstacle to east-west circulation on the
eastern end of the battlefield. Here two bridges, Reed’s Bridge (north) and Alexander’s
Bridge (south), served as critical access points from the east for the Confederate forces.*
See Figures 2-13 and 2-14 for depictions of these bridges in the early 1890s. Several
shallow areas with low banks along West Chickamauga Creek provided natural crossing
points. These included (north to south), Fowler’s Ford and Lambert’s Ford (between
Reed’s Bridge and Alexander’s Bridge), and Thedford’s Ford and Dalton Ford (between
Alexander’s Bridge and Lee and Gordon’s Mills), refer to Figure 2-7.

Approximately 65 buildings and structures occupied the area of the park during the
battle.”’ These were clustered into 24 farmsteads that each contained between one and
five buildings.”® These domestic-agricultural clusters usually included a dwelling house
and one or more domestic outbuildings, such as barns, smokehouses, privies, etc. Small
orchards were generally located near the farmsteads.

The family names associated with the farmsteads at the time of the battle included
McDonald, Mullis, Snodgrass, Kelly, Vittetoe, Dyer, Brock (three farmsteads), Viniard,
Winfrey (two farmsteads), Widow Glenn, Hunt, Thedford, Park, Hall, Alexander,
Cooper, Mullis, and Youngblood. There was also a church (Savannah Church), a

“Morris et al, 9.

* From General Bragg’s battle report, Sept. 24, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part II, 24.
“Morris et al, 9.

“Morris et al, 9.

* Morris et al, 9.

T Morris et al, 15.

* Morris et al, 15.
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tanyard, and a log school on the battlefield.* Several farmsteads on the battlefield served
at different times as the sites of headquarters for the opposing commanders. These
included the area of the Brotherton house (Gen. Simon Bolivar Buckner’s HQ),
Snodgrass farm (Gen. George H. Thomas’ HQ), and the Widow Glenn’s house (Gen.
William S. Rosecrans’ HQ).”

Many of the buildings that stood at the time of the battle were also used as makeshift
field hospitals. The Hall and Thedford houses were Confederate field hospitals during
and after the battle.”’ At times, the scattered farmsteads served as the only distinctive
landmarks for assembling and rallying units during the battle.”* Frequent references to
these farmsteads appear throughout the official battle reports of both armies.

The character of the agricultural landscape at the time of the battle was complex, and is
likely very similar to that represented by the photograph in Figure 2-15. While this
photograph depicts the landscape near Glass’ Mill in the early 1890s, which is located
approximately three miles south of the park boundary, it shares the same characteristics
described by battle accounts and depicted by Betts. Here open fields of what appears to
be recently harvested corn provide open views of the landscape beyond, bounded by
forest. The riparian corridor of West Chickamauga Creek is located in the background.
Clusters of farm buildings can be seen in the middleground, and fencing contains an area
around the orchard and domestic core.

The majority of the cultivated fields and garden plots on the battlefield were fenced with
either worm-rail fencing (most common) or paling-type fences, see Figures 2-16 and 2-
17. The use of fence types was functional, with worm fencing typically delineating
boundaries and field edges, as well as protecting domestic area crops from roaming
livestock. Paled fences (also sometimes called palisades or picket fences) would typically
have been used around smaller precincts such as house yards, gardens, or animal
enclosures, as they were more labor-intensive to construct but had a minimal footprint.

Major John B. Herring of Jackson’s Brigade describes the domestic enclosures in a battle
report regarding fighting on the afternoon and evening of September 19, 1863. He
discovered the Union forces “Near a small house (possibly the Winfrey House), about
400 yards distant from the road....”** Here he found the Union soldiers lying down and
firing from within an “open inclosure around the house.” Betts’ maps (1896) illustrate
the Winfrey House on Alexander Bridge Road with a fence surrounding the house, an

* «Battle-field of Chickamauga, surveyed by command of Maj. Gen. Thomas, comdg. Dept. of the
Cumberland by Capt. C. H. Boyd, U.S. Coast Survey. April & May 1864.” Autogr. & printed under
direction of Col. Wm. E. Merrill, Chief Engr., DC, Chattanooga, October, 1864.

Morris et al, 10.

SMorris et al, 10.

32 Hanson and Blythe, 11.

S3From Major John B. Herring’s battle report, October 4, 1863, WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part I1, 91-
92.
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orchard and a small cultivated field, see Figure 2-18. Boyd’s map of 1864 shows no
detail in this area, see Figure 2-19.

Accounts also describe how these fences occasionally acted as barriers to swift troop
movements. Units that were forced to stop and dismantle fencing often suffered heavy
casualties. Once disassembled, the fence posts were sometimes piled to create makeshift
breastworks.>*

During the battle, both armies built trenches and makeshift earthen works as shelter for
troops.” In an 1896 publication, the Park Commission maintained that “both sides
strengthened their positions by means of rail, log and stone barricades, the Union line east
of the Kelly field having been made particularly strong. The only earthworks thrown up
were those in front of Bushrod Johnson’s Division on the Confederate left, east of the
Viniard farm.”*®

Maps from the period show various locations of breastworks. A map included with the
Confederate Army’s official battle reports shows that the Union side constructed
breastworks from a point northeast of Kelly field, south and west across the LaFayette
Road, parallel to the road on the west side, south to a point west of the Brock House. The
Union built other breastworks perpendicular to and across the LaFayette Road south of
the Viniard House.”” Although no graphic key is available, Boyd’s map of April to May
1864 depicts two types of defensive barricades on the battlefield. Again, breastworks
appear along the eastern and southern edges of Kelly Field (Union) and across the
LaFayette Road south of the Viniard House. This map also shows a long line of
defensive works that run north to south, essentially parallel to the LaFayette Road, and at
a distance of approximately 300 yards east of the road. Another, shorter set of
breastworks appears approximately 200 yards west of the LaFayette Road south of the
Brotherton field. A series of defensive works also appears west and north of the Thedford
and Park houses in the southeast corner of the park,’® see Figure 2-19.

* Morris et al, 10.

3CLL 1997, “Chickamauga Battlefield,” 3.

>6«Atlas of the battlefields of Chickamauga, Chattanooga and vicinity,” 1896-1897, “Legends” plate.
57See WOR-OR, Series I, Vol. XXX, Part I, p. 469, “Chickamauga, Operations of Johnson’s Div. On
September 20, 1863.”

**Boyd, “Battle-field of Chickamauga,” April & May 1864.
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Period IV: 1865-1890 Postbellum Landscape

Immediately following the fall of the Confederacy, Northwest Georgia or “Cherokee
Georgia™’ suffered from its location within defeated territory. However, it was also
ravaged by the violent political aftershocks of the post-war era. Many Unionists lived in
eastern Tennessee and northwestern Georgia. Accordingly, the region contributed
soldiers to both armies during the war. After the war, conflict between Union and
Southern sympathizers often turned violent. As one northern traveler to the region wrote
in 1866:

While the country was under the control of [Confederate generals] Johnston and
Hood, the Union men suffered almost every conceivable wrong and outrage. Their
families were turned out of doors, their wives were abused and insulted, their
daughters were maltreated and ruined, their farms were pillaged and desolated, their
houses were sacked and burned, and they themselves were imprisoned and tortured;
nay, many of them were hunted down like wild beasts, and shot like dogs when at
the point of death of starvation. That the Union Men now seek to strike a balance
for the indignities and barbarities of other days is only most natural. Whence a
turmoil in all sections, which results in the sudden death of not a few persons and
the arrest of large numbers...my own observations convince me that the truth is at
least so bad as to present a picture of civil commotion only less painful than the
commotion of war itself.®’

In the history of the United States, the period between 1865 and 1876 is known as the era
of Reconstruction. It, in fact, encompassed several “reconstructions.” Immediately after
the war, under the presidential administration of Andrew Johnson of Tennessee, the
former Confederate states were required to draft new state constitutions that included
provisions to eliminate wartime debts and the right of states to secede, and to abolish
slavery. In Georgia, as in most other states, the freedom of African Americans was
severely restricted. In 1867, the Republican Congress rebelled at Johnson’s leniency and
required southern states to give black men over the age of 21 the right to vote and in
1868, the Georgia Constitution of 1865 was replaced by a new state constitution that did
SO.

In April 1868, white voters from Northwest Georgia along with African Americans and
some whites from other regions elected Rufus Bullock as the new Republican governor

%9 “Cherokee Georgia” was the contemporary term for the 20 counties that were Cherokee territory before
the Georgia Land Lotteries of the 1830s.

5 Sidney Andrews, The South Since The War: As Shown by Fourteen Weeks of Travel and Observation in
Georgia and the Carolinas, (Boston: Ticknor and Fields, 1866), 342-343.
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of Georgia. Bullock promised equal rights for blacks as well as debt relief for small
farmers and proposed economic development based on government support for
rebuilding the states railroads. Bullock encountered stiff resistance in the Georgia
legislature where Democrats expelled the three African-American senators and 25
African-American representatives from their ranks as the newly formed Klu Klux Klan
had become a de facto, though underground, arm of the Democratic Party. Violence and
murder were used to keep black and white Republicans from voting in the legislative
elections. In response, in 1870, federal troops under the command of General Alfred
Terry restored the expelled Republican legislators and removed several Democratic
officeholders. However, the U.S. Army failed to end violence throughout most of the
state. After the elections of 1871 returned control of the legislature to the Democrats,
Governor Bullock fled the state.

With the tacit understanding that occupation of the South by federal troops would be
ended, Republican Rutherford B. Hayes won the votes needed to win the presidential
election of 1876 by obtaining the disputed electoral votes from Florida, Louisiana, South
Carolina, and Oregon. In 1877, federal troops were withdrawn from the South and the
era of Reconstruction ended. The promise of equal rights for all American men over the
age of twenty-one was abandoned as a new, race-mediated system of political, economic,
and social relationships — racial segregation — appeared. By the early 1900s, this legally
sanctioned, white—dominated political and economic system was in place throughout
Georgia and the South. Under it, African Americans (who made up about one-fourth of
the population of Walker and Catoosa Counties) were paid less than whites, attended
schools that were funded at a lower level than whites, and lost their right to vote.

With the passage of time, the bitterness between the former Civil War combatants began
to lessen. During the 1880s, contact between former Union soldiers and their
Confederate counterparts steadily increased. Influential Union veterans organizations
such as the Grand Army of the Republic (GAR), the Society of the Army of the
Tennessee, and the Society of the Army of the Cumberland that had been formed in the
1860s were joined by newer groups such as the Union Veteran Legion and the Union
Veterans’ Union. Together they lobbied state governments to erect state monuments at
the sites of several Civil War battles. The 1880s also witnessed reunions of Confederate
veterans and the rise of statewide veterans groups in Virginia, Tennessee, and Georgia
that led to the formation of the regional United Confederate Veterans (UCV) in 1889. As
veterans began to focus on common wartime experience, more formal combined “blue-
gray” reunions and joint ceremonies became common, occurring first at Gettysburg in
1882 and followed by reunions at Fredericksburg, Antietam, and Kennesaw Mountain.®’

As the decade of the 1880s progressed, the veterans began to lobby the federal
government to take responsibility for protecting battlefield sites and marking unit
positions. Understandably, the Society of the Army of the Cumberland lobbied for a

%! Hanson and Blythe, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, Historic Resource Study,
29.
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national military park at the Chickamauga and Chattanooga battlefields. Their members’
concern for preserving the battlefields began years earlier with their inspection of the site
of the battle during their 1881 reunion held at Chattanooga. At that time they,
“discovered significant changes in the appearance of the battlefield, including the
disappearance or alteration of roads, farms, and landscape features.”*

In the midst of the political and civil upheavals that occurred in northern Georgia in the
quarter century after the Civil War ended, population and agriculture production
increased at Chickamauga as local farmers returned to their lands, and at least 24 new
farmsteads were established on the battlefield.” Old fields continued to be cultivated and
new fields were cleared and sown with crops.®* A number of fruit and vegetable farms
were also established in and near the area that would later become the park.®’

Based upon the analysis of Betts’ 1892 and 1896 maps of the battlefield, newly cultivated
or expanded fields included the Kinsey and Cline farmsteads in the hilly upper northwest
quadrant; the Ireland, Horton, Shropshire, and Monroe farmsteads in the southwest
quadrant; the Deadman and Carlock farmsteads in the southeast; and the Reed and Peters
farmsteads in the northeast. Several of the established farms that were present during the
battle, such as Hunt, Brotherton, and Dyer expanded considerably, (compare Figures 2-20
and 2-21, and Figures 2-22 and 2-23, for examples of changes to the battlefield),*® while
others, such as the Smith farmstead, reverted back to forest, (compare Figures 2-22 and
2-23). Some areas of the battlefield also reverted to forest, which consisted of oak, elm,
willow, and pine.®” Overall, the acreage of farmland increased, while the acreage of
forest decreased.

During the 30 years following the Civil War, the battle-era landscape was also impacted
by relic hunters, as trees were cut down so that bullets and shot could be dug out of
them.®® Some of the natural sinkholes that dotted the battleficld were also used as
dumping grounds.

Following the battle, some of the buildings were burned during the war were not rebuilt.
This was the case with the Poe and Brock farmsteads.”’ In many cases, however, new

62 Hanson and Blythe, 30.

 Morris et al, 13.

% Morris et al, 10.

% Paige and Greene, 25.

% Betts was tasked in March of 1992 with the job of surveying and staking the park boundary and creating
a detailed topographical survey of the landscape. Although this mapping began in 1892, it is used here as
documentation of landscape conditions at the close of the postbellum period to indicate changes that had
taken place since the end of the Civil War. Although the National Military Park was established in 1890,
restoration work did not begin until title to the lands in the park was secured in the fall of 1892.

%7 Paige and Greene, 23.

6% James A. Kaser, At the Bivouac of Memory: History, Politics, and the Battle of Chickamauga. (New
York: Peter Lang Publishing, 1996), 93.

% Morris et al, 13.
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buildings were built on the old foundations.”’ Several of the established family
farmsteads also added new buildings where none had previously existed (such as the
Dyer house which was erected in 1875), see Figure 2-21.

The Vittetoe, Brotherton, Viniard, Park, Hall, Hunt, Cooper and Thedford houses and the
log schoolhouse survived the battle intact, although damaged. Although destroyed during
the battle, the Brotherton, Kelly, and Snodgrass houses were rebuilt and re-occupied on
or near their pre-war sites.’' Because of difficult economic conditions and property
damage from the battle, Jay’s Saw Mill, on the eastern end of the battlefield near Reed’s
Bridge, closed following the battle.”

The circulation system also changed during the postbellum period. Between 1885 and
1890, the Chattanooga, Rome, & Columbus Railroad built rail tracks along what would
become the western boundary of the park, essentially following the alignment of Dry
Valley Road, see Figure 2-21. Although the primary roads remained (particularly those
providing access to bridges and fords or nearby towns, such as LaFayette Road, Reed’s
Bridge Road, and Alexander’s Bridge Road), and those providing access to major farms
(such as Glenn-Kelly, Brotherton, Dyer, Mullis, and Viniard-Alexander Roads), others
were obliterated (such as those accessing the former Smith farmstead). Several roads
were also altered through straightening and realignment.” Based upon an analysis
between Betts’ map of 1863 and 1892 conditions, more roads were added to the
battlefield than were removed.

In June 1888, during a visit to the Chickamauga battlefield, two Union officer veterans
from the Army of the Cumberland, General Ferdinand Van Derveer and General Henry
Van Ness Boynton, conceived a plan to commemorate both Union and Confederate
participation in the battles of Chickamauga and Chattanooga. Boynton, who was then the
Washington correspondent of the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette wrote a series of
articles that reviewed the history of the battles and outlined a plan to preserve and mark
the battlefield of Chickamauga. Their proposal was to create “a Western Gettysburg — a
Chickamauga memorial,” that would not only mark the battle lines of the Union army,
but also the Confederate lines.”* As such, the park, as envisioned by Boynton, would

" Morris et al, 13.

! Hanson and Blythe, 21.

"2 Morris et al, 13.

" Morris et al, 13.

™ Henry Van Ness Boynton, The National Military Park: Chickamauga — Chattanooga, A Historical Guide
(Cincinnati, OH: The Robert Clarke Company, 1895), 224. In 1880, Congress appropriated funds for the
purpose of studying and surveying the battlefield at Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. Gettysburg was not
established as a National Military Park until 1895. Ronald F. Lee, The Origins & Evolution of the National
Military Park Idea (Washington, DC: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, 1973),
chapter three.
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become a place where, “both sides might well unite in preserving the field where both, in
a military sense, won such renown.””

Joining with Confederate veterans of the battles, Van Derveer and Boynton led efforts to
form the Chickamauga Memorial Association to lobby for the adoption of their plan.
During the congressional session of 1889 and 1890, the group successfully lobbied
Congress for appropriations for their plan and on August 19, 1890; President Benjamin
Harrison signed the bill that created a National Military Park at the battlefield of
Chickamauga, the first of its kind in the nation’s history.

> Boynton, The National Military Park, 219.
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Period V: 1890 — 1933 — The Commemorative Landscape,
Chickamauga & Chattanooga National Military Park

The Congressional act that established the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park outlined the intent and the physical extent of the planned park. The
legislation established the park “for the purpose of preserving and suitably marking for
historical and professional military study the fields of some of the most remarkable
maneuvers and most brilliant fighting in the [Civil] war.”’® This specific legislation set a
precedent for future military parks. The area authorized to be acquired, if necessary
through condemnation, encompassed land where the heaviest fighting had occurred on
September 18 and 19, 1863 (approximately 7,600 acres west of West Chickamauga
Creek), along with eight roads that comprised the major approaches to the battlefield.

Enabling legislation for each Civil War national military park provided both for
preservation of the battlefield and for its commemoration through monuments and
markers. These two seemingly conflicting goals—preservation coupled with changes to
the landscape by the addition of markers and monuments, as well as roads to provide
access to these features—contributed to the richness of the landscapes that evolved at the
battlefields and were essential elements in the construction of a cultural memory at the
parks.

The act that enabled Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park gave the War
Department responsibility for forming and administering the new park.”” Appointed by
the Secretary of War, a three-member Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military
Park Commission composed of two civilian veterans of the battle and one current army
officer—also a veteran—was formed to carry out the work.” In September 1890,
Secretary of War Redfield Proctor appointed two Union veteran officers, General Joseph
S. Fullerton and Captain Sanford C. Kellogg, and one ex-Confederate, General Alexander
P. Stewart to the new commission.

From 1890 to 1922, Commission members managed the park first from their offices in
Washington, D.C. and later in Chattanooga. Onsite supervisors at the park managed a
staff of custodians and maintenance workers who “constructed or improved basic park
infrastructure that included roads, bridges, and drainage ditches and culverts; erected
monuments and markers; and completed land acquisition.””

76 «An Act To Establish a National Military Park at the Battle-field of Chickamauga,” approved August 19,
1890 (26 Stat. 333) as reprinted in Boynton, The National Military Park, 261.

7 Boynton, 272.

8 Boynton, 263-264.

7 Hanson and Blythe, 32.
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Land acquisition required negotiating with more than 200 private landowners. In March
1891, Chairman Sanford Kellogg of the Park Commission requested permission from the
Secretary of War to hire a local lawyer to begin work on the condemnation and
acquisition of the parkland. ® This request was approved “upon condition that
[landowners] will preserve the present buildings and roads, and the present outlines of
field and forest, and that they will only cut trees or underbrush under such regulations as
the Secretary may prescribe, and that they will assist in caring for and protecting all
tablets, monuments....”"' The War Department was responsible for marking the park
boundary as the Park’s land acquisition progressed.*> Under supervision of
Commissioner Kellogg, the Army conducted initial boundary surveys for the park in
1890 and 1891.%

Park engineer Edward E. Betts resurveyed the proposed park boundary in 1892, and
developed a detailed topographical survey of the landscape. This resulted in an 1892
base map that detailed existing conditions of the landscape at that time, see Figures 2-24
and 2-25 for examples.** During this period, Betts also developed a series of maps that
depicted landscape conditions and troop positions and movements during September 19"
and 20", 1863, see Figure 2-3. These maps reflect what the Park Commission understood
to be the appearance of the landscape at the time of the battle, and it is this landscape that
they worked to restore. Betts’ mapping of the battlefield landscape relied upon research
conducted by the Park Commission (under the direction of commissioner S.C. Kellogg
and the Assistant in Historical Work, H.V. Boynton). There are also indications that he
corresponded with long-time residents of the area to learn about the former routes of
roads and the layout of fields and orchards. It is not known whether he used other
documentary sources such as local maps and surveys, or tax or land records.

As title to land was secured, workers immediately began the task of restoring the
battlefield. In 1891, Kellogg requested permission to erect observation towers once their
proposed sites were acquired, to begin repairing and upgrading roads, to prepare and
erect historical tablets, and to “clear away underbrush where it is found to be necessary,
and such other work of similar character as may be needed in the restoration of the field
to its condition at the time of the battle.”® Veterans assisted in this process by outlining

% Letter from Capt. S.C. Kellogg, Chairman of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park
Commission to the Secretary of War, March 4, 1891.

81 Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Commission, “Letter from S.C. Kellogg,
Secretary to the Honorable Secretary of War,” (March 4, 1891), 2.

%2 Letters from Chairman Sanford Kellogg of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park
Commission to Edward E. Betts, Park Engineer, March 1, March 7, and March 11, 1892. (Chickamauga
and Chattanooga National Military Park Archive, Accession 205, Series I, Box 4, Folder 104).

%3 Paige and Greene, 68.

% Only a few examples of this map are included in the historic images section, as the quality of
reproduction is poor. The original map hangs in the CHCH-NMP archives and was not reprinted. The
1896 edition of Chickamauga Park is used more extensively in this document for illustration of postbellum
and early commemorative period landscape conditions, as the quality of reproduction is higher.

% Letter from Kellogg, to the Secretary of War, March 4, 1891.
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the historic field patterns with stones to delineate where open fields existed during the
battle.*® This work began quickly, according to Kellogg who reported that as of October
1%, “about 400 acres of forest lands have been cleared of surplus undergrowth, and old
fields that have become overgrown, have been cleared and restored to their former
appearance of twenty-nine years ago.”’ It is not known if Betts’ map of 1892 conditions
reflects this restoration work. By the fall of 1892, the Commission had acquired, through
condemnation proceedings, over 4,200 acres in the vicinity of Chickamauga.®®

After 1890, veterans groups continued to closely follow and participate in the
establishment of the park. At their 23 annual reunion held at Chickamauga in 1892,
members of the Society of the Army of the Cumberland stated their hope that:

There will be no place here for the gaudy display of rich equipages and
show of wealth; no place for lovers to bide tryst; no place for pleasure-
seekers or loungers. The hosts that in the future come to the grand Park
will come rather with feelings of awe or reverence. Here their better
natures will be aroused; here they will become imbued with grand and
lofty ideas; with courage and patriotism; with devotion to duty and love
of country.”’

Road restoration was an important objective of the Park Commission. In 1892, the
Commission began research regarding the original alignment of roads throughout the
battlefield at the time of the war.”’ During the 1861-1865 era roads tended to be “simple
dirt trails with little drainage and no paving.” The Park Commission, although charged
with restoring many of the roads to their original appearance, were also mindful of the
commemorative role the roads would play in transporting visitors to these sites of
significance.

In order to bring visitors to critical points on the field it was often deemed necessary to
add a number of roads. Road improvement projects consisted of new construction as well
as improvements that would allow visitors to travel over them safely. In 1892, for
example, S.C. Kellogg reported that: “Over ten miles of the main roads ... have been

8 Morris et al, 16.

87 “Colonel Kellogg’s Report, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Commission, War
Department, Washington, DC, October 1, 1892, as printed in the Proceedings of the Society of the Army of
the Cumberland, 1892, 61.

8 «Colonel Kellogg’s Report, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Commission, War
Department, Washington, DC, October 1, 1892, as printed in the Proceedings of the Society of the Army of
the Cumberland, 1892, 60.

% From Paige and Greene, 22, as quoted from The Society of the Army of the Cumberland, Twenty-Third
Reunion, Chickamauga Park, Georgia, (Cincinnati: Robert Clarke and Company, 1892), 57-60.

% 1 etter from Atwell Thompson to an unnamed general, October 18, 1892. (CHCH-NMP Archive,
Accession 205, Series VII, Box 1, Folder 16).
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rebuilt in a substantial manner, five miles more are graded and are being surfaced, and a
heavy force is engaged in prosecuting this portion of the work....””"!

Improvements included oiling, graveling, or macadamizing surfaces, widening and
building gutters and culverts to prevent deterioration, see Figures 2-26 thru 2-29.
Initially, work was carried out through manual labor and equipment generally included
horse-drawn gravel spreaders and rollers. In the 1890s however, the Park purchased a
steam-powered roller to compact the macadamized and gravel roads, see Figure 2-30.
Also at this time a derrick made of heavy timbers was used to assist in placing stones for
culverts and bridges, and to lift stone out of quarries, see Figure 2-31.%

Restoration work continued over the next several years, and as the parks grew in
popularity, the sheer numbers of visitors put stresses on all park road systems. In 1895,
the Chairman of the National Commission reported that: “the old roads of the battlefield
have been reopened, [and] new roads closed.... Over 40 miles of the main roads of the
field have been rebuilt in a substantial manner, and this branch of the work is nearly
complete.””

Funding for the roads was a high priority as it was of primary consideration within the
enabling legislation. In August 1894, $75,000 was appropriated to continue work to ready
CHCH-NMP for its dedication in 1895. The majority of this sum went to road
construction, the building of foundations for the state-funded monuments, and for the
purchase of additional lands.”* In January 1895, Congress appropriated another $75,000
for “road work, memorial gateway and designs therefore, maps, surveys, iron and bronze
tablets, gun carriages, land ... purchase,” and salaries for the commissioners and their
assistants.”

In addition to maintenance of roads and construction of new roads, the park maintained a
schedule of annual burnings to control underbrush, litter and other materials on the
landscape. The Park Engineer’s monthly report for April 1899 indicated that:

During the year the edges and slopes of all the roads in the park and its
approaches were mowed to dispose of the weeds, briars, and the Canada

%! Report of S.C. Kellogg, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Commission, War
Department, Washington, DC, December 15, 1892.” (CHCH-NMP Archive, Accession 205, Series I, Box
1).

%2 Pete Brooks, NPS Roads and Bridges Recording Program, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Parks Tour Roads, 1998, HAER GA-95, Sheet 11 of 15. Construction methods described here
were replaced in the 1920s by heavy machinery.

% «progress and Condition of the Work,” 5.

% War Department, National Military Park, National Park, Battlefield Site, and National Monument
Regulations (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1931), Appendix A: “Statutes,” 44.

% War Department, National Military Park, National Park, Battlefield Site, and National Monument
Regulations (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1931), Appendix A: “Statutes,” 44.
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thistle, which were burned before their seeds were ripe. Seven hundred
and forty-eight dead trees along roads and approaches, which were
dangerous, we cut out and removed.... In Chickamauga Park three
mowing machines were working and mowed the McDonald, Kelly, Poe,
Viniard, Dyer and Brotherton fields. This included rank vegetation,
weeds, sprouts, and grass. *°

In an effort to clear the woodland of underbrush, “The trees in the woodland lying
between the LaFayette and Glenn-Kelly roads and Snodgrass and Mullis roads were
trimmed of all limbs within 12 feet of the ground.””

Restoration of forest lands and open fields actively continued over the next several
decades. In 1900, James Wilson, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture and William R. Smith,
the superintendent of the U.S. Botanic Garden visited the park and studied the grasses,
trees and shrubs. Smith recommended the use of certain grasses and sent a large supply
of seeds. He also examined the trees and shrubs and made recommendations regarding
how the commission could go about restoring the 150 acres of parkland that had been
cleared since the Civil War. He provided them with tree seedlings and suggested that they
utilize the cultivated areas near Park Headquarters as a nursery.”> Over 12,000 tree
seedlings raised in the park’s nursery were planted in Snodgrass, Dyer, Brotherton and
Widow-Glenn fields in areas that had been cleared since the war. These trees consisted
of water, white, red, Spanish, post, overcup and willow oaks, black walnut, locust,
chinaberry, sycamore, and red bud species.”

The veterans involved in the initial development envisioned the park as a place to honor
those who had fought and died during the battle. They also wanted visitors to experience
for themselves the underlying terrain and conditions under which the battle had taken
place. At a joint meeting of Union and Confederate veterans held in Chattanooga in
September 1889, members of the Society of the Army of the Cumberland stated their
intention to create a memorial at Chickamauga that would, “illustrate the attainments of
soldierly endeavor with which the veterans of each army distinguished themselves in our
war.”'® Several speakers at the meeting maintained that the park would serve both as an
educational tool — as an “object lesson in war” — and as a commemorative memorial to
the bravery of the participants in the battle. '®’ W.A. Henderson of Knoxville, Tennessee
summed up these dual roles when he declared:

Let this Chickamauga of yours and ours be made eternal and holy as the
Mecca of the Musselman [sic] and the Jerusalem of the Jew, where both

% CHCH-NMP, Monthly Report of the Park Engineer, April 1899, 11.

97 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1900, 188-189.

% CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1900, 177.

% CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1905, 9-10, Exhibit ‘E.’
1% Boynton, 230.

19" Boynton, 12.
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sides can come, and where the descendants of the gray and the blue may
look upon it with mutual pride; where,...the coming young man may study
the art of war with the proudest battle field [sic] before his face that... is on
this round world of ours...

From the beginning, the park’s planners had envisioned troop battle positions and events
marked and commemorated with a variety of monuments and markers. The park
enabling legislation instructed the Park Commission to find and mark the lines of battle
of all troops engaged at the battle and to “substantially mark the locations of the regular
troops, both infantry and artillery, within the boundaries of the park.”'®* The Park’s
Commission further refined the park’s monumentation program by devising several
classes of monuments, markers, and didactic plaques. The Park Commission took
responsibility for erecting monuments to each of the 16 regular regiments and batteries
that participated in the battle, see Figure 2-32, while monuments marking the positions of
volunteer organizations were entrusted to each of the states that had troops at the battles,
see Figure 2-33 thru 2-35.'%

Regimental monuments were generally placed where veterans of the regiment believed
they had made their most notable contribution to the battle, while other locations during
the course of the battle were marked with simple granite markers engraved with regiment
designations and the day and time that the regiment occupied a location. The Park
Commission also arranged to mark the fighting positions of all batteries with
decommissioned guns of the same type that were used during the battle, see Figures 2-36
thru 2-38. Eight sites where general officers of both armies were killed or mortally
wounded were to be marked with 10-foot tall pyramids of eight-inch shells, each with a
tablet engraved with the name, rank, and army of the officer killed, see Figure 2-39.

The extent to which individual state commissions studied and deliberated on the
placement of monuments cannot be overstated, as only after careful and thorough
research of their troop’s positions did commissions choose a monument site using the
most accurate information they could gather. For example, the Minnesota Commissioners
reported that:

Proposals for the several monuments were invited, examined and
discussed, final action on them being deferred until after the definite

192 «An act to establish a National Military Park at the Battle-field of Chickamauga,” approved August 19,
1890 (26 Stat. 333) as reprinted in Boynton, 264-265.

19 Boynton, 256. This number includes regular regiments on both the Chickamauga and Chattanooga
battlefields. The preliminary report on the dedication of the park prepared by a joint committee of Congress
in 1896 indicated that there were nine (not sixteen) regular army regiments marked in the entire park.
Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, September 18-20, 1895,
compiled by H. V. Boynton (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1896), 16.
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location of the several positions of the troops on the field should be
made.'®

After troop locations had been marked, state commissions directed memorial and
monument design. For example, after selecting a location for the proposed state
monument at Chickamauga, the Georgia Board issued a call for design proposals,
indicating a $20,000 budget, specifying the materials to be used, and providing an outline
for the inscription.

The monuments and markers erected by the states varied greatly in design and size. The
park’s enabling act required that the Secretary of War approve the location and design of
each state monument, and after 1893, the Park Commission stipulated that all monuments
be constructed of granite or bronze. Other durable stones had to be specifically reviewed
and approved by the Secretary of War. Many of the monuments featured sculpture or
bas-relief that depicted battle scenes. Others reflected the “new spirit of reconciliation
with symbols of peace.”'”> The larger and more elaborate monuments employed
sculpture, architectural iconography, and textual inscriptions that conveyed the veterans’
convictions regarding military tradition, honor, memory, and regional and state pride.
One of the largest monuments erected on the battlefield was the 85-foot-tall cylindrical
observation tower that was built between 1892 and 1899 to commemorate Col. John T.
Wilder’s “Lightning” Brigade who had fought on the site. In 1903, stone stairs were
installed in the tower so that visitors could gain a view of the battlefield from the top, see
Figure 2-40.'%

The Park Commission also developed a program to interpret the battle through the
placement of historical and guide tablets throughout the park. The cast iron historical
tablets measure three feet by four feet and present from 200 to 300 words of text. The
historical tablets explain corps, division, and brigade movements, along with staff listings
and the locations of army headquarters. Guide tablets (also referred to as distance and
location tablets) were erected at crossroads and at historic sites throughout the park, see
Figure 2-41. They gave distances and direction to prominent points on the battlefield,
marked the sites of houses and fields that served as landmarks during the battles, and
located points where prominent officers were wounded or where notable captures of
prisoners or guns occurred.'”’

Observation towers were another means by which the Park Commission attempted to
interpret the battlefield. By 1895, three 70-foot, iron and steel towers stood within the
Chickamauga Battlefield park area; one near Reed’s Bridge Road in the northeastern

104 «“Report of the Minnesota Commissioners to locate positions and erect monuments on the Battle Fields
of Chickamauga and Chattanooga and the dedication of said monuments, Sept. 18, 1895,” 1.

1% Hanson and Blythe, 37.

1% CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1903, 10.5 and 1904, 6.

197 Boynton, The National Military Park, 4-12.
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quadrant of the park, one at Snodgrass Hill (northwest quadrant), and one on Viniard-
Alexander Road near Hall’s Ford Road, in the south-central segment of the park.'*®

By the time the park was dedicated, the Park Commission had erected 212 historical
tablets throughout the park, 286 guide tablets, and 51 battery tablets. Nine states had
erected a total of 118 monuments and 90 markers to their troops that fought at
Chickamauga.'® Seven of the nine states had monuments located within the
Chickamauga field. These were the Michigan (Snodgrass Hill), Missouri (Brotherton’s
site), Ohio (Snodgrass Hill), Illinois (Lytle Hill), Minnesota (Snodgrass Hill), Indiana
(Cave Spring), and Wisconsin (Kelly Field) state markers.'"*

In October 1900, the CHCH-NMP Park Commission invited veterans to inspect the
historical markers, monuments, and state markers that had been erected to interpret the
history of the battles in order to correct any location or textual errors. Of the 228
monuments located throughout the park at the time, only two were identified as having
been wrongly placed; of the 341 state markers, only two were claimed to be out of
position; only six of the 680 historical tablets contained textual errors. The commission
promised to research the suggested corrections and make the necessary changes.'"'

What in fact had occurred by the time the park was dedicated appears to have evolved far
from this original intent. However, the addition of monuments, markers, and observation
towers, as well as changes in the roads appear to have been not only necessary but
important alterations to the original landscape.

Although the act establishing the park made no explicit reference to restoration of the
battlefield to its condition at the time of the battle, it was clearly the objective of many of
the prominent veterans to return the fields and forests to their appearance of 1863.""* In

1% Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railroad, Map of Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park,
1895.

1 Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 18. The states that had
erected monuments and markers by the time of the Park’s dedication included Ohio (55 monuments, 53
markers), Illinois (29 monuments), Michigan (12 monuments, 12 markers), Wisconsin (6 monuments, 5
markers), Minnesota (5 monuments), Indiana (4 monuments), Kansas (3 monuments, 2 markers), Missouri
(3 monuments), Massachusetts (1 monument).

"% paige and Greene, 39.

" CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report Park Commission to the Secretary of War, 1900, 177-
182.

' The act establishing the park stated that the park’s purpose was to preserve and “suitably” mark the
battlefields of Chickamauga and Chattanooga. It gave the Park Commission and the War Department
responsibility for land acquisition, marking boundaries, entering into leases, opening and repairing roads,
ascertaining and marking lines of battle, creating maps and surveys, erecting monuments (to regular army
troops) and historical tablets, and regulating and punishing destructive acts committed within the park
limits. “An act to establish a National Military Park at the Battle-field of Chickamauga,” as reprinted in
Boynton, The National Military Park, 261-266. It does not mention that elements of the battle-era
landscape would be restored. The House Committee on Military Affairs that reported favorably on the act
in 1890, noted in its report that “the purpose is to maintain the body of the Park, which embraces the fields
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1895, Henry Boynton wrote in his historical guide to the park that, “the plan of
establishing the Park contemplates a restoration of the whole field, as nearly as may be,
to its condition at the time of the battle,” and that the work to accomplish this objective
would involve “clearing out the recent growths of timber and replanting clearings so that
they may grow up to forests.”'"> He conceded that one alteration to the battle era
landscape was necessary. He argued that “the cutting out of the underbrush,” was
“absolutely necessary in order to bring the lines of battle into view, and to show the
topography of the field.” Boynton noted another benefit of the clearing of the forest
understory was that “carriage can now drive in all directions through the great forests and
along the various lines of battle,” see Figure 2-42.""*

When the park was formally dedicated and opened to the public on September 19, 1895,
thirty-two years after the battle of Chickamauga, an estimated 40,000 people attended the
ceremony held at Snodgrass Hill.'"> The Park Commission had obtained approximately
2,000 additional acres of land, erected five observation towers (three were in
Chickamauga), cleared underbrush on 3,300 acres, restored battle-era roads, closed
postbellum roads, and rebuilt over 40 miles of main roads throughout the park.''® At the
time of the dedication, the Park Commission had also installed 212 historical tablets
throughout the park, 286 guide tablets, and 51 battery tablets. Nine states had erected a
total of 118 monuments and 90 markers to their troops that fought at Chickamauga.''’

The 1896 Congressional Joint Committee Report heralded the dedication as a great
success. The report summarized the intentions of the park founders:

of Chickamauga, as near as may be in its present condition as to roads, fields, forests, and houses.”
Further, the committee was under the impression that, “there have been scarcely any changes in those
respects since the battle, except in the growth of underbrush and timber. Almost the only work of any
consequence in the restoration of the entire field to its condition at the time of the battle will be the cutting
away of underbrush over a very limited area.” “Report of the House Committee on Military Affairs on an
Act to Establish a National Military Park at the Battle-field of Chickamauga (H.R. 6454),” as reprinted in
Boynton, The National Military Park, 255. The park enabling legislation specified that the Secretary of
War could enter into lease agreements with former landowners on the condition that they will “preserve the
present buildings and roads, and the present outlines of field and forest.” ““An act to establish a National
Military Park at the Battle-field of Chickamauga,” as reprinted in Boynton, 263.

'3 Boynton, 3.

114 Boynton, 3.

"5 Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, September 18-20, 1895,
compiled by H. V. Boynton (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1896), 12.

1% «progress and Condition of the Work of Establishing the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park,” Report of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Commission, January
19, 1895. (Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park Archive, Accession no. 205, Series I, Box
2, Folder 46).

" Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 18. The states that had
erected monuments and markers by the time of the park’s dedication included Ohio (55 monuments, 53
markers), Illinois (29 monuments), Michigan (12 monuments, 12 markers), Wisconsin (6 monuments, 5
markers), Minnesota (5 monuments), Indiana (4 monuments), Kansas (3 monuments, 2 markers), Missouri
(3 monuments), Massachusetts (1 monuments).
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The park is not in any sense a pleasure ground, and no work of beautifying is in
progress or contemplated. The central idea is the restoration of these battlefields
to the conditions which existed at the time of the engagements.'"®

Noting the progress that had been made towards completing the park, the authors noted
that:

...roads opened since the battle have been closed and roads of the battle opened
and improved. A new growth of timber over 3,500 acres of the field has already
been removed, and many areas which, since the battle, had become covered with a
heavy growth of timber have been cleared, and thus brought back to their former
conditions.

Twenty-six State commissions are at work, cooperating with the National
Commission in ascertaining and assisting in marking lines of battle and all other
historical points deemed worthy of preservation.

The part undertaken by the Government in the establishment of the park embraces
the purchase of lands, the restoration of the fields, the construction of roads, the
building of observation towers, the erection of monuments to the regular troops
engaged, and the preparation of historical tablets for the various organizations of
each army.

The erection of monuments to individual regiments or other organizations is left
to the States. All of the States, 28 in number, which had troops engaged in the
various battles in and about the park are now either engaged in or prosecuting
legislation looking to the erection of monuments to their troops.'"”

The work of establishing the park progressed rapidly during the first decade of its
existence. Land acquisition and road improvements were nearly complete by the time of
the dedication in 1895. Roadways and drainage throughout the park were improved by
paving ditches with cut stone and constructing stone culverts and headwalls. Work on
clearing underbrush and restoring the battle-era fields and forested areas continued into
the first decade of the 20" century.

Despite the rapid progress, major setbacks impeded the project’s completion. As early as
1896, Congress had authorized the use of military parkland as training grounds for U.S.
troops, see Figure 2-43. In 1898, preservation and improvements intended to facilitate
the interpretation of the battlefield were interrupted when the Army established Camp

"8 Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 15-16.
"9 Dedication of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, 15-16.
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George H. Thomas, and the park suddenly had to house more than 72,000 soldiers who
were training to take part in the Spanish-American War. Men were bivouacked on the
historic battlefield.

The Army occupation appears to have had heavy detrimental effects on the landscape,
including the 1898 demolition of the Reed House (formerly the Winfrey residence) by
soldiers stationed at the park. During this time, the McMillan House was also removed
because “it was a menace to the New York monument,” which stood close to the
house.'* Fields were used for grazing of cattle and horses, and Vittetoe field was used as
the dumping ground for the Army stables. In fact, in May 1898, the Park Engineer
reported that animals were being driven into the park for grazing form elsewhere.'!
Animals were estimated to have killed 3,000 trees during the occupation of Camp
Thomas.'** As Commission chairman, Henry Boynton observed in his annual report of
1899:

The park was left in a most filthy and deplorable condition by the outgoing
troops....3,175 most filthy sinks (open latrines) were left unfilled, and the park in
nearly all quarters was heavily littered with the wreck of the camps. '**

Following the departure of troops, the Park Commission paid for the removal of large
amounts of manure from Vittetoe field. In his 1900 annual report, the park engineer
recommended that the manure be “spread on park lands to promote the growth of grass,
which will tend to prevent the washing of the fields on slopes into gullies.”'**
Approximately 3,100 open-pit toilets dug by the Army during the occupation of Camp
Thomas were also refilled and leveled after the army abandoned the camp.'® To enclose
the Chickamauga portion of the park, the engineer erected five miles of “Page woven”
wire fencing mounted on cedar posts.'*°

The Army’s presence during 1898 caused great impact to the park’s 40 miles of improved
roads. While the roads had reportedly “worn surprisingly well,” the heavy traffic “made it
necessary to resurface the greater part of them.”'?’ Resurfacing materials consisted of
chert gravel, which was laid by steam roller, see Figure 2-30.

120 Report of the Office of the Engineer, Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park Commission,
October 10, 1898, 3, (Chickamauga & Chattanooga National Military Park Archive, Accession 205, Series
I, Box 1).

2l CHCH-NMP, Park Engineer’s Monthly Report, April 1899, 11.

122 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1899, 324.

123 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report Park Commission to the Secretary of War, 1899, 321.
124 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1899, 324 and 1900, 192.

125 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1899, 324.

126 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report, 1900, 175, 188.

127 CHCH-NMP Park Commission’s Annual Report to the Secretary of War, 1899, 324.

Site History » John Milner Associates, Inc. « September 2004 « 2 - 32



Chickamauga Battlefield « Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park
Cultural Landscape Report

Once the Army had vacated the area, Park personnel undertook several projects that were
intended to improve the transportation situation. Specific road improvement projects
included the widening of the Viniard-Alexander Road in 1899 for a total distance of
1,100 feet.'* Also completed were 10,500 linear feet of paved guttering, 120 standard
headwalls for pipe drain, 173 cubic yards of masonry for bridges, culverts, and open
drains, and 12,800 square feet of stone revetment, see Figure 2-44.'%

In 1900, the Rapid Transit Company built a trolley line between Chattanooga and the
north boundary of the Chickamauga Battlefield, with cars running every half hour. The
company kept horse-drawn carriages at the park terminus to take visitors through the
park."?® At this time, Mullis Road was extended 600 feet to connect to the trolley station
at the north end of the park. The new 20-foot-wide road segment was graded and
graveled with chert gravel that was provided at no cost by the Rapid Transit Company
who maintained the trolley line. All waste dirt was deposited on slopes to widen the
roadway. Two pipe drains and four headwalls were also installed (curved headwalls used
at junction with old Mullis Road)."!

Other specific road projects included drainage improvements to Sawmill Fork Road
where a box culvert near the intersection with LaFayette Road was rebuilt due to failure
of the original foundation."** Other roads that had structural failures included the Glenn-
Viniard Road where the box culvert at LaFayette Road had proven inadequate, see Figure
2-45, after recurring annual wash outs. A new 4-foot by 4-foot opening was constructed
and the wall rebuilt on rock rather than clay. Viniard-Alexander Road also received
improved drainage, as did Brotherton Road, east of LaFayette Road. Vittetoe-
Chickamauga Road drainage was also improved near the Glenn House, and at Dyer
Road. *® During this period, Jay’s Mill Road was widened between the Alexander
Bridge and Brotherton roads, where 714 cubic yards of gravel were spread and rolled on
the road surface. Surfacing occurred with gravel spread on Dyer Road at its intersection
with Glenn-Kelly Road."* See Figures 2-46 thru 2-52 for examples of park roads during
this period.

In 1900, the Park Engineer reported that about ten headwalls remained to be built within
the park, including those on Jay’s Mill Road and Viniard-Alexander Road. That year, he
also reported that: “two miles of standard rock paved gutters have been built. These
gutters are always built with the rock found in the vicinity, either lime stone spalls or
chert boulders. The cross-section is made uniform when ever practicable and increase

128 CHCH-NMP, Monthly Report of the Park Engineer, March 1899, 6.
12 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 175.

130 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 183.

31 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 185-186.
132 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 185-186.
133 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 185-186.
134 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report, 1900, 187.

Site History » John Milner Associates, Inc. « September 2004 « 2 - 33



Chickamauga Battlefield « Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park
Cultural Landscape Report

where the needs of the service requires a larger water way.”'>> By 1903, there were
110.5 miles of roads, both “ordinary” and “improved,” throughout the Park.'*

In 1904, the War Department built Fort Oglethorpe for the United States Army on 813
acres at the park’s northern boundary. Because both CHCH-NMP and Fort Oglethorpe
were under the jurisdiction of the War Department, the army was permitted to use
Chickan}?;lga for “training maneuvers, camping, transportation routes, and a source of
timber.”

In 1905, the Park Commission removed several of the buildings located within the
battlefield because they were in poor condition. These included the Cooper House, the
Dyer Thomas House, the Reed House, the Spillsbee Dyer House, the Gordon House, a
blacksmith shop, and a storehouse at the former quarry. The engineer noted in his report
that:

“Many of the dwelling houses in the Park... were in a very ruinous and unsightly
condition and were deemed unfit for human habitation, these buildings had no
military significance, and there was apparently no reason why funds should be
expended on them for their maintenance.”"*®

The Park Commissioners directed engineer Betts to “keep in repair, with like dimensions
and material,” all of the old structures on the battlefield. These included the Kelly House
and barn, and the Brotherton, Snodgrass, Vittetoe, and Craven houses, see Figures 2-53
thru 2-58."%°

Further additions to the park occurred when in 1906, the East Tennessee Telephone
Company received a license to raise poles and wires through the park in return for free
telephone service for the Chattanooga Commissioner’s office and at Fort Oglethorpe.'*’

In 1910, the War Department issued a license for a tea house to be operated at the G.W.
Kelly House on the LaFayette Road. The license was issued to Mrs. Z.C. Patten and Mrs.
D.P. Montague, and was operated by Lucy K. Powell, initially as a “resting place for
ladies visiting the park.”'*' In 1914, the War Department made another change to the

3 dnnual Report of the CHCH-NMP Park Engineer, 1900, 17-18.

1% paige and Greene, 61.

7 Hanson and Blythe, 44.

138 CHCH-NMP Commission Annual Report, 1905, 1.

139 “Minutes of the Meetings of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park Commission,” May 5,
1910, 33, (CHCH-NMP Archive, Accession 205, Series I, Box 2, Folder 51).

140 CHCH-NMP Commission Annual Report, 1906, 7.

141 «Revocable license issued to Miss Lucy K. Powell doing business as the ‘Chickamauga Park Rest House
and Tea Room,’ by the Secretary of War,” October 24, 1910, (CHCH-NMP Archive, Accession 205, Series
I, Box 4, Folders 94-95).
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built landscape when they built a superintendent’s residence at the north end of the
142
park.

During World War I, the army’s presence again greatly increased as Camp Forrest, a
training camp for reserve officers, and Camp Greenleaf, a training facility for medical
officers, along with numerous other army facilities, were built on the park’s land. As part
of Camp Greenleaf, a field hospital and ambulance corps were established at Fort
Oglethorpe, north of the park. Cantonments were erected on the north end of Snodgrass
field. Additional cantonments were erected on Dyer field, near the Dyer House, on
Brotherton field, Viniard field, and at Glenn field.

Other buildings were constructed in connection with the Army’s occupation of the park’s
land. They included a YMCA assembly hall near the entrance to the park, a civic center
consisting of a post office and express and railroad offices at the intersection of LaFayette
Road and Saw Mill Fork Road, a set of hospital buildings on the McDonald field, and
several Knight’s of Columbus buildings.'*’

In some cases the Army erected buildings directly against monuments in the park.
Temporary buildings and encampments lined LaFayette Road from Fort Oglethorpe on
the north to the southern boundary of the park.

Because of the heavy use of the park roads during the occupation of the army, “it became
necessary for the constructing quartermaster at Camp Forrest to restore” the principal
roads leading to the military cantonment. These roads were resurfaced with concrete,
“tarvia,” and macadam. They included LaFayette Road from Reeds Bridge Road to the
Glenn-Viniard Road (3 miles), Reeds Bridge Road along the park’s northern boundary (1
mile), the Glenn-Kelly Road from the Kentucky monument to the intersection of the
Vittetoe-Chickamauga Road (3 miles), Dyer Road from LaFayette Road to Lytle Station
(.84 miles), Glenn-Viniard Road from LaFayette Road to the intersection of the Vittetoe-
Chickamauga Road (1.6 miles), Saw Mill Fork Road from LaFayette Road to the
intersection of Glenn-Kelly Road (.45 miles), Mullis Road from LaFayette Road to
Savannah Church Road (.2 miles), Savannah Church Road from Mullis Road to Glenn-
Kelly Road (.68 miles), and the Vittetoe-Chickamauga Road from Dyer Road at Lytle
Station ;[4?5 Glenn-Viniard Road.'"** In addition to the roads, the Army added a sewage
system.

During WWI, trenches were dug for trench warfare training exercises. The War
Department requested that the trenches be limited to open areas in the park, since they

“2HRS, 1999, 41.

143 CHCH-NMP Park Commission Annual Report Park Commission to the Secretary of War, 1917, 5 and
1918, 4.

14 CHCH-NMP, Park Commission’s Annual Report to the Secretary of War, 1918, 1-2.

145 CHCH-NMP Commission Annual Report, 1917, 5 and 1918, 4. Morris et al, 6; Hanson and Blythe, 44.
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feared damage to the forested areas. Extensive entrenchment systems were built on the
north and south slopes of Snodgrass Hill.'"*® The army also conducted practice bombing
over Chickamauga Battlefield.'"’

During a period of 19 months in 1917 and 1918, more than 60,000 soldiers were trained
at the camps.'*® By 1922, when the War Department became the sole custodian of the
CHCH-NMP, most the park’s staff efforts were focused on repairing the damage caused
by the military occupation of the battlefield area.

While Congress had established four National Military Parks by 1900, the cost of
establishing and running them, along with the complications caused by the separate park
commissions reporting to the War Department caused some to suggest that the four
National Military Park commissions be consolidated into one that would manage all four
parks. Unable to pass such an act, Congress, in 1912, opted to pass legislation ordering
the Secretary of War to assume the duties of the Park Commission more directly as each
Commission’s membership was vacated. All appointees to the commission were veterans
and generally maintained the balance of two Union veterans and one Confederate veteran
representative. After the 1912 legislation, no new commissioners were appointed to fill
vacant positions on the commission. In 1922, the last surviving commissioner, Joseph B.
Cummings, died and administration of the park passed to the War Department. The park
superintendent assumed the role of chief executive officer and assumed the
responsibilities of the commission.'*

Concurrent with changes that were underway affecting the stewardship of the park, the
physical landscape was being restored to its appearance prior to the Army occupation
connected to World War 1. Between 1920 and 1922 the War Department hired
contractors to remove the buildings erected during the military occupation of the park.
By 1922, all of the buildings had been removed and progress had been made on
obliterating “temporary roads, trails, trenches, ditches and other scars.”"** Between 1923
and 1925, the Park Commission also dismantled the three observation towers at the
park."! Two of these were in the Chickamauga Battlefield (the Snodgrass Tower
remained until 1947).

Federal funding was received to pave approach roads to the park as part of the
arrangement to return these roads to Georgia because of maintenance issues.'*>

Ownership of the LaFayette Extension Road was transferred to the state of Georgia.'>®

1 paige & Greene, 187.

7 Morris et al, 10.

1% Paige and Greene, 190.

149 Paige and Greene, 43-55.

0 gnnual Report of the CHCH-NMP Superintendent, 1922, 2-3.
51 Morris et al, 21.

12 Paige and Greene, 77-79.

133 Paige and Greene, 78.
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Further changes occurred to the landscape by 1931 as concrete was considered an
appropriate material to pave primary roads within the park; secondary roads were to be
oiled.'>* Two antebellum buildings, the Hall and Weathers houses, considered non-
historic, were removed. The park superintendent commented that: “These buildings are
mere shacks, without historic significance and are located in isolated sections of the park.
The buil<115i5ngs have been unoccupied for a long time and attracted a disreputable class of
people.”

Efforts to restore the landscape to its pre-military occupation condition continued as an
administrative responsibility and were transferred from the War Department to the
National Park Service (NPS) in 1933. This transfer was largely the result of Horace
Albright’s push to place all national historical parks under one agency. Public support
for ““a more consistent and unified national policy in respect to the conservation of its
prized historical sites and areas” resulted in President Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s
executive order to place all battlefields, parks, monuments, and cemeteries administered
by the War Department to the Department of the Interior."

13 Paige and Greene, 78.

155 Annual Report of the CHCH-NMP Superintendent, 1922, 4.

13 Charles B. Hosmer, Jr. Preservation Comes of Age: From Williamsburg to the National Trusts, 1926-
1949, Volume I, published for the Preservation Press, (Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1981),
527-532.
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1933 — Present National Park Service Administration

Under NPS administration, preservation efforts at Chickamauga battlefield continued.
However, in addition to preservation and commemoration, the NPS focused on creating
interpretive tours for visitors and on enhancing the beauty of the park’s landscape.
During the 1930s, they realized both goals by utilizing hundreds of workers employed by
various relief programs funded by the federal government. The two programs under
which the vast majority of funds in and around CHCH-NMP were spent were those from
the Public Works Administration (PWA) and the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC)."’
Between August 1933 and November 1934, four CCC camps were established at CHCH-
NMP. Two worked regularly in the Chickamauga unit of the park, and one camp was
located on the battlefield.

Throughout the following decade, CCC crews labored to transform the park. They
worked on several park preservation and beautification projects while building and
maintaining roads and fire trails, see Figures 2-59 and 2-60. Under the direction of the
NPS Branch of Plans and Design, they were primarily employed on landscaping
assignments, including the banking of slopes, soil preparation, fertilization, pruning trees,
seeding and sowing grass and planting native trees, shrubs, and vines.'”® One major
beautification project resulted in the planting of 65,000 trees and shrubs and 23,000 filler
plants along the tour route through the park, see Figures 2-61 thru 2-63."°

Two 200-person CCC camps were established at CHCH-NMP. The first camp, Camp
Booker T. Washington, was located at Fort Oglethorpe and was occupied by African-
American workers from the states of TN, GA, AL, MS, and SC. Camps MP-5 and MP-6
were composed of white enrollees. A large percentage of the enrollees were assigned to
reduction of fire hazards that was considered an important Emergency Conservation
Work (ECW) program. At their peak, the camps employed over 800 workers in four
camps located in the Chickamauga and Lookout Mountain units of the park. ECW
personnel based at park headquarters coordinated the work.'®

137 When it began in 1933, the CCC program’s official name was th